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MUNICIPAL LAW— EDUCATION 
—A regional school district may 
under R.S. 18:14-8 provide trans- 
portation along its established 
school bus routes for children 
resident in the district attend- 
ing a non-profit parochial school 
though such children are in 
grades below those for which 
the regional district was estab- 
lished. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION— | of the fees here allowed. 
ATTORNEY’S FEES—In deter-| Moore sustained a compensable 
mining whether payment or of-/| injury to his right eye on Oct 10, 
fer of payment by employer was/ 1955. Appellant had immediate 
made “at a reasonable time”| notice and furnished emergency 
prior to hearing within N.J.S.} medical care followed by an oper- 
34:15-64 so as to limit basis for | ation on October 25, 1955. The pa- 





{and neurological. The employer 
| obtained certification. | 
| Held: One of the major objec- 
| tives of the Workmen’s Compensa- | 
pre Act was to provide a speedy | 
and efficient partial substitute for | 
loss of wages suffered as a result 
of a work connected injury. The! 
purpose was to create benefits | 
| which would issue automatically | 


U.S. District Court Decision 


CONDEMNATION 

The problem involved is the ex- 
tent of damages to be awarded 
the several property owners for 
lands some of which were taken 
in fee, some for easements of way, 
some for a safety area easement 


attorney’s fees to excess of} tient continued under the appel- | 
award over amount paid or of-!Jant’s physician’s care until gre 
fered, the time to be considered | 4, 1956 when he was advised to 
is not that between offer and and did return to work. A speci- 
hearing but that between notice | alist examined Moore for the in- 
of accident and disability and) surance carrier on Dec. 13, 1955 
the offer. |and sent in a report dated Dec. 


specifications of the statute, to 
avoid the hardship to the injured 
worker which would result 
delay. Recognizing that bona fide 
disputes as to liability and extent 
|of disability would arise, a special 


and promptly according to the! 


from | 


—Whether an offer or payment of | 16, 1955 finding 100% loss of vision | 
compensation was made “at a| and a poor prognosis for return of | 


. , . ! ° . | 
reasonable time” before hearing | vision. Compensation for tempor- | 
so as to limit attorney’s fees de- | 


ary disability was paid through | 
pends on the circumstances of , 


the case, the beginning point | 
of the pericd being generally | 


Jan. 4, 1956. Then it ceased. Some | 
time thereafter Moore engaged | 

| counsel who had Moore examined 
notice to the employer of the 


by an eye specialist on Feb. 9,| 

injury, or if payments were be- | 1956. On Feb. 10 a petition for} 

gun and then terminated, the! compensation was filed. It was 

date of termination. served March 14. On March 21 
—Held, on facts here, failure to) 


appellant mailed a check for $360 
make payments on account of, 


to Moore bearing a_ notation 
known permanent disability for ,‘“‘Wages to 3/28/56”. No letter ac- | 
5 weeks before filing of formal 


companied it. At the hearing it} 
petition and 6 weeks thereafter was explained as 12 weeks bene- 
was unreasonable delay and|! 


fits at $30 from Jan. 5, 1956. On 
payment made thereafter was March 26 answer was filed admit- 
not made “at a reasonable time” ting a compensable accident and 
so as to limit attorney’s fee. 


| stating the disability as “100% 

Digested from an opinion by, loss of right eye.” However, no! 

Francis, J., rendered May 19, 1958. express offer to pay benefits was 
Supreme Court. Moore v. Magor. 


included. 
For respondent—Herman M. Wil- After the $360 check appellant | 
son. For appellant—Isidor Kal- 


paid weekly benefits through the | 
date of final hearing. A pretrial | 


isch. 

The questions presented are the 
basis for the allowance of attor- 
ney’s fees in workmen’s compen- 
sation matters and the adequacy 


conference was held on July 13,} 
1956 at which Moore’s attorney | 
had a medical report dated Feb. | 
18 showing total loss of the eye 
and another of May 14 indicating | 
neurological disability of 5% of} 










| total. Appellant had the report | 
lof Dec. 16, 1955, another of| 
| Feb. 14, 1956 confirming loss of | 





the eye, and a third of June 12, 
1956 finding a neurological dis- 
ability of 3% of total. During the! 
conference the appeilant for the | 
first time made an express offer 
to pay on 100% loss of the eye. No | 
offer was made on the neurologi- | 
cal. As a result the matter went | 
to formal hearing which resulted | 
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Funds Insured up to $10,000 in an award of 100% of the eye 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality j}and 5% neurological. However, | 
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the offer to pay for the eye loss 
had been made in good faith prior 
to the hearing and that therefore 
the attorney’s fee should be based | 
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|} only on the neurological recovery, | 
| which amounted to $825. He| 
| granted a fee of $160. On appeal | 
| the County Court affirmed. The} 

Appellate Division reversed and} 

remanded for the grant of a fee| 
| based on the total award for eye | 
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| After 
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| accident and resulting temporary | 


tribunal to adjudicate such con- 
troversies was created. 


By a 1927 amendment it was 


| provided that “When, however, | 


prior to any hearing compensa- 
tion has been offered or paid, the 
reasonable allowance for attorney 
fee shall be based upon only that | 
part of the ... award in excess of 
the amount . Offered or paid.” 
As a result, no matter how un- 
mindful an employer was of his 
obligation or how tardy he was in 
making payments, he could di-! 
minish or defeat an award of 
counsel fees simply by tendering 
an offer of payment before any 


| hearing, and no matter how much 


time, effort or expense the attor- | 
ney had put into preparation of | 


| the action no counsel fee could be 


had. The Legislature, realizing this | 
inequity, revised the section so 
that it now reads: “When, how- |} 
ever, at a reasonable time, prior} 


|to any hearing compensation has 


been offered The question 
now is to what period or from 
what starting point does ‘“‘at a rea- | 
sonable time” refer. The County | 
Court held and appellant argues 
it relates only to the time after 
filing of the petition for compen- | 
sation between the offer and the} 
hearing. Respondent contends it | 
contemplates the time from the} 
date when the obligation became 
reasonable determinable. 
Appraisal of the legislative lan- 
guage must be made in the light 
of the basic duty of the employer. 
notice of the accident the 
obligation of the employer is to 
pay promptly the benefits to which 
the employee is entitled in accor- 
dance with the statute and to 
continue to do so during the full | 


| period of temporary and perman- 


ent incapacity. Refusal or failure 
to do so for an unreasonable per- 
justifies the engagement of | 
an attorney and the invocation 
of the formal procedure. 

The legislature had a dual pur- 
pose in promulgating the 1952) 
amendment. One was to give 
greater protection to the claim-| 
ant’s attorney who invests time 


|and effort prior to the offer to 


pay compensation; the other was 
to create an additional incentive 
for a prompt recognition by the 
employer of his obligations. The 
statutory provision must be ad- 
ministered with an eye to the 
timely character of the employer’s 
discharge of his duty. 

This is borne out by the punc- 
tuation used in the amendment. 
Punctuation is part of an act and 
may be considered in its interpre- 
tation. It is noted that a comma 
precedes and follows the new 
matter of the amendment. If the 
intention was to relate the right 
to counsel fees solely to the per- 
iod between offer and hearing, 
there would have been no comma 
end of the phrase “at a 
reasonable time.” The insertion of 
closing comma indicates an 
to impart broader signifi- | 
cance to the phrase. The interval} 
intended to be regarded in judg- 
ing whether a tender of compen- | 
sation was made with reasonable 
dispatch depends on the circum- 
stances of the case guaged in the 
light of the employer’s duty to 
undertake or tender payments at 
a reasonable time after he ac- 
quires notice of liability and be- | 
fore any hearing. 

No hard and fast rule can be 
laid down as to the inception | 
point of the period. Generally, it | 
would begin with notice of the} 


1t the 


the 


intent 


| ed 


and some for line of sight ease- 
ment. The problem is further 
complicated by the fact that the 
lands were acquired by the owners 
as farm lands or acreage and were 
at the times of taking still pri- 
marily open land but there had 
been in recent years a rapid de- 
velopment of the area as semi- 
suburban so that the best use, 
in most instances, where the 
land was suitable by terrain and 
location, had become residential 
with a much higher value. An 
additional problem was that the 
lands had no water or sewage 
facilities and none were actually 
available but there were such fac- 
ilities nearby and on the facts 
there was a strong probability of 
the availability of such facilities. 

The government experts, in 
large part, valued the property as 
acreage only and as having no 
sewer or water facilities available. 
The owner's experts primarily 
valued the property as residential 
property with such facilities avail- 
able. 

Held: Just compensation in con- 
demnation proceedings represents 
the difference between the fair 
market value of the entire unit of 
property of an owner at the time 
of the taking and the fair market 
value of the part remaining after 
the taking. It consists of two 
major elements, first, the loss to 
the owner of the land or rights 
actually taken, and second, the 
loss to the owner from the effect 


| of such taking on the property re- 


hands after the 
called “sever- 


in his 
normally 


maining 
taking, 





disability. It would continue 
thereafter from notice of perma- 
nent disability through the per- 
iod for payments for such dis- 
ability. If payments were not be- 
gun as required or were improp- 
erly terminated prematurely, the 
time of such failure would mark 
the beginning point of the period 
to be measured in determining 
whether subsequent tender was 
“at a reasonable time.” 

In the instant case compensa- 
tion had not been paid for over 5 
weeks when the formal petition 
was filed and the employer’s obli- 
gation was ignored for 11 weeks 
until sent the check for $360 
though it had its own medical re- 
ports indicating at least the eye 
disability long before that. There 
was no justification for terminat- 
ing payments when Moore return- 

to work nor for failing to make 
payments for the 5 weeks there- 
after to the filing of the petition 


it 
al 


nor for the 6 weeks after the 
petition. The 11 week silence 
must have been ominous to the 


workman. Failure to perform the 
known obligation to pay compen- 
sation was ample basis for reten- 
tion of an attorney. The offer to 
pay for the eye disability was not 
made at a reasonable time and 
the award thereon should not 
have been excluded in measuring 

attorney's fee to be allowed. 
Affirmed and anded to the 
Workmen’s Compensation Divi- 
sion. 
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ance damage.” Market  valy 
means the value of the land pe. 
tween a willing buyer and a wi). 
ing seller. Since a willing buye; 
and a willing seller are each seex. 
ing to profit from future develop. 
ments, such probabilities, even 
not certainties, must be consider. 
ed in estimating market 
Thus the _ probability 
lands taken or remaining cay: 
have water and sewers availab: 
for up-to-date residential purpc- 
ses, and the potential of the lan 

for residential development in 

light of the rapid develc 
then already going on in the ar:: 
must be considered in arriving :: 
market value of the lands. sup. 
ject to such other factors preser 
as would make all or any part; 
the lands unsuitable, undesirab): 
or unusable for residential! 
poses. 

In addition, the damages 
the easements taken must 
sayed in the light of their effe 
on the usability of the lands act 
ally subjected to the 
and on the remaining 
the owner. Some of the ea: n 
taken, those for safety zones 
example, eliminated any 
the property for residentia! 
poses. Where the lands 
ed only for residential usé 
taking under such easement 
thus equivalent to a taking i 
fee. In other instances the eas. 
ment, as for roadway, 
general use of the rights of 
in the owner and did not 
affect the use of the owner 
lands. In such instances ¢ 
ing was not equivalent t 
ing of the full fee but toa? 
of half the fee of such lands. | 
still other instances, as with t& 
line of sight easements 
dence indicates the 
would not materially 
with normal use of the pr 
though it would technically 
cloud on the title. u 
stance the damage is m 

Applying these principies 
court then fixes the various daz 
ages for the various takings 
Hartshorne 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


EVIDENCE — The use on cross- 
examination of a handwriting 
expert, of specimens not in evi- 
dence nor admitted to be gen- 
uine, is not absolutely barred; 
it is for the discretion of the 
court to determine whether the 
yalue of cross examination by 
the use of such specimens will 
outweigh its possible dangers, 
delays and embarassments and 
advance justice. 

—Held, in case where State’s case 
depended primarily on _ testi- 
mony of handwriting expert, it 
was error to refuse to permit 
defense on cross examination to 
ask the expert to compare other 
specimens not then in evidence 
the authenticity of which de- 
fendant could prove. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Wachenfeld, J.,. rendered May 19 
1958. Supreme Court. State v. 
Bulna. For the State—William J. 

nold (Guy W. Calissi, Pros. Wil- 
jam C. Brudnick on the brief 

For respondent—David Cohn ‘Da- 

vid & Albert L. Cohn, attys). 
Defendant was convicted of 

f g an assignment of a cer- 

> of ownership of an auto- 

The State’s case was based 

yst exclusively on the testi- 

y of its handwriting expert, 

Francis Murphy, that defendant 

nad forged the signature of his 

Mary J. Bulna. Murphy tes- 

that from comparisons with 

admittedly authentic signatures 
of Mary Bulna, which were in evi- 
dence, the one on the assignment 
was a forgery, and that from com- 
ns with defendant’s hand- 
titing the forgery had been made 
y defendant. Mary Bulna could 
ot be found. On cross examina- 
ton defendant’s counsel 
requested Murphy to write 
us own name twice, to show that 
veryone’s signature varies sub- 
lily each time it is written 

Mary Bulna might have 

the assignment though 

taere were variances in the sig- 


Ar 











wife 











POLe 





sture 
2) he proferred an envelope 
not then in evidence but later 
simitted in evidence on defend- 
ant’s case as having been sent by 
, Bulna, and attempted 


u¥ 





to 


interrogate Murphy as to compar- | 
ison between the handwriting 
thereon and the other signatures | 

(3) he asked whether there was} 


any distinction between the hand-| 4 Small degree, assist them in ar-| negligence. Under New Jersey law 
writing on a letter, not then in| Tiving at a correct solution of the; the subcontractor is 
evidence but later admitted as a| factual question involved and that! liable for compensation benefits 
letter from Mary Bulna, and the| Philosophy is certainly pertinent | to his employees and a general 


signatures in evidence 

(4) he tendered two writings] 
containing his own signatures and | 
asked whether they were prepar- 
ed by the same person. In in-| 
stances 2, 3 and 4 he hoped for 
a falacious answer which he would 
later disprove to attack Murphy’s 


. . . : , | , . 
| method of inquiry into the witness ,men’s compensation act a general 


qualifications. In Miller v. Trans 
Oil Co., this court concluded that 
justice and common sense demand 
that a jury be given the benefits 
of all facts which could, even to 


here. 

Script comparison is not an ex- 
act science even with its recent 
improvements. There is still room 


| for error. The exposure of a falla-|} 


cious opinion as to genuineness| 
would undoubtedly have turned | 
the tide defendant’s favor. | 
There is little justification for| 





in 
ail 


credibility and competence. 
In 


each instance the endeavor 


was prevented by the trial judge 
who stated he would not permit 


cross-examination by use of hand- 
writing samples not in evidence. 


On appeal, the Appellate Divi- | : : 
sion reversed holding the dis- | Proferred cross examination will 
allowance of any cross examina- | outweigh its possible dangers, de- 
tion for the purpose proposed was| /4ays and embarassments. He can 
a material curtailment of defen-| 4VOid undue delay by limiting the 


dant’s rights calling for a new 
trial. The State obtained certi- 
fication. 


Held: The question of whether | 
a party should be permitted to} 


attempt to impeach the compe- 
tency of a handwriting expert by 
the use on cross examination of a 
writing not yet authenticated nor 
even part of the case is one of 
novel impression in this state. It 
has been resolved differently in 
various jurisdictions. The major- 
ity of the courts have completely 
prohibited the use on cross ex- 
amination of documents not in 
evidence nor admitted to be gen- 
uine, on the ground their employ- 
ment creates collateral issues of 
authenticity which delay the trial 
and confuse the jury and may un- 
duly surprise the opposing party. 
The textwriters however support 
the theory that such cross exam- 
ination should be permitted, per- 
haps with restrictions, because the 
deprivation of this weapon for the 
cross examiner is a loss so serious 
as to outweigh the inconvenience 
of its sanction. The New York 
courts have also adopted this lat- 
ter theory. 

There can be no question as to 
relevancy of the proposed 


the 
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| surance under the New Jersey Act. | 


|law action in negligence against 
| defendant. 


| was granted. 


| barring absolutely use on cross ex- | 
amination of specimens nett 
authorship is, at the time, not 
specified. Rather, the trial court 
should have discretion to deter- 
mine whether value of the 


the 





| cross examination and can pro- 
| tect the expert by allowing him | 
j time to study specimens | 
| submitted if he requests it. | 
| The error committed here does| 
i}not lie in an abuse of judicial] 
discretion, but rather in a failure 
to use that discretion at all. 
The proposed tests (1) and (4) 
would not have added much, if 
anything, to merits of the 
issue and would lend to tedious 
and confusing repetition. They 
were properly rejected. But de- 
fendant should have been allow- 
ed to pursue tests 2 and 3. 
Affirmed. 


the 


the 
vil 


CONFLICTS—WORKMEN’S COM- 
PENSATION NEGLIGENCE 
—In an employee-employer tort 
suit, if any applicable work- 
men’s compensation act bars 
the action, that bar will be ap- 
plied in the forum. 

—An action in negligence by an 
injured employee of a subcon- 
tractor against the general con- 
tractor is barred where the law 
of the place of injury substi- 
tutes the general contractor as| 
an employer for workmen’s| 
compensation purposes and} 
gives him tort immunity. 

—New Jersey will recognize Penn- 








| the scaffold. Defendant provided 


| by Pennsylvania law. Tragle car-| 


| Pennsylvania to make certain re- 


sylvania law giving a general 
contractor immunity from tort 
suit by employees of subcon- 
tractors. 
CONFLICTS—WORKMEN’S COM-| 
PENSATION—In a workmen’s 
compensation action the law of 
the forum controls the remedy 
and liability whether the forum 
be the state of injury, state of 
contract or state of employment 
relation. 
Digested from an opinion by 
roctor, J., rendered May 19, 1958. 
upreme Court. Wilson v. Paull. 
For plaintiff — Benjamin Asbell. 
For defendant — Carl Kisselman 


Sy 
S 


(Kisselman, Devine & Deighan, 
attys). 
Plaintiff, a resident of New Jer- 


sey, was employed by one Tragle, 
also a resident of New Jersey. De- 
fendant, who also resides in and 
has his place of business in New 
Jersey, entered into a contract in 


pairs to a building in Philadel- 
phia. Defendant in turn, by a 
contract made in New Jersey, sub- 
contracted some of the work to 
Tragle, agreeing to provide the} 
necessary scaffolding Plaintiff 
was injured while on the job in 
Philadelphia when he fell from 





workmen’s compensation insur- 
ance covering the job as required 


ried workmen’s compensation in- | 


Plaintiff obtained a workmen’s| 
compensation award against his 
employer, Tragle, in New Jersey 
and then instituted this common 


The trial court dis- 
missed the action. The Appellate 
Division reversed and certification 


| whose law granted such employer | 


contractor is obligated to pay 
prgemapene compensation benefits 
to an employee of a subcontractor 
and in turn is granted immunity 
| from ~common law liability for 


primarily 


contractor is only liable for such 
benefits if the subcontractor has 
failed to secure workmen’s com- 
pensation insurance. 

The trial court held the Penn- 
sylvania law, the place of injury, 
applied and barred the action. 
The Appellate Division, however, 
held that from a choice of law 
viewpoint, what was involved here 
was not tort law but rather that 
of the regulation of employment 
relations, and that since New Jer- 
sey had the preponderance of sig- 
nificant contacts with the em- 
ployment relationship, New Jersey 
law should be applied and the 
action was therefore not barred. 

Held: The classification of plain- 
tiff’s claim as one involving tort 
law or contract law or employ- 
ment relations law with mechan- 
ical application of the respective 
choice of law rule, is not a safis- 
factory approach where the claim 
is not for workmen’s compensa- 
tion, but for common law tort 
liability. 

If the injured employee is seek- 
ing compensation, application of 
the compensation law of the for- 
um, whether it be the state of the 
injury, contract or employment 
relation, does no violence to basic 
principles of compensation law 
and does not violate any constitu- 
tional provisions. However, where 
the injured employee seeks to 
maintain a tort action against his 
employer, the forum has invari- 
ably applied the law of the state 
in which the employer has pro- 


employee losses his tort claim in 
exchange for fixed compensation 
irrespective of fault or negligence. 

Fundamental compensation pol- 
icy dictates that where an em- 
ployer is required to provide com- 
pensation benefits by the law of 
the state having a legitimate in- 
terest in a work injury, under 
which the employee could claim 
compensation, the state of the 
forum should recognize the cor- 
relative immunity conferred on 
such employer by the law of the 
foreign state. This same reason- 
ing applies with equal force where 
an injured employee of a sub- 
contractor brings a negligence ac- 
tion in the state of contract or 
employment against a general 
contractor, who, under the com- 
pensation law of the state of in- 
jury is substituted for the imme- 
diate employer for compensation 
purposes. 

The general contractor here, 
under the Pennsylvania act, is 
as much an employer for compen- 
sation purposes as is the subcon- 
tractor under our act and on prin- 
ciples of comity full effect should 
be given to the law of Pennsyl- 
vania which grants him immun- 
ity from common law liability. 

Reversed and Judgment of trial 
court reinstated. 

Weintraub, C. J., concurring 
holds the accident happened in 
Pennsylvania; a cause of action 
for negligence could arise only 
under its law; we should not pro- 
ject our law into another juris- 
diction and thereby create such 
liability where that jurisdiction 
holds there is none; and our stat- 
ute, RS. 34:15-79, preserves (it 
does not create) third party lia- 
bility for negligence. 











vided compensation insurance and 


immunity from the tort action.| 
This choice has been made by the| 
state of the forum whether it was 
the state of injury, state of con- 
tract or state of employment re- 
lation. The almost universal rec- 





ognition of the law of a sister | 
State in this respect is not based | 
on tort, contract or employment | 
conflict of law principles but re- 
flects the basic philosophy under- | 
lying the adoption of workmen’s | 
compensation acts by the several 
states as the exclusive remedy for | 
industrial accidents, under which 
an employer incurs the burden of | 
compensation insurance in ex-| 
change for tort immunity and the| 
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Rules Banning Photos In Court Are Held Valid 


Penn. Contempt Judgment 


Upheld 
PHILADELPHIA (ACCN) — 
Pennsylvania court rules regu- 


| Jating the taking of photographs 
jin and about the courthouse 
area were held valid in an opin- 
ion filed May 13 by the U. S. 
Court of Appeals for the Third 
Circuit. 

The court rule which was chal- 
in the case of Tribune 
Review Publishing Co., et al v. 
Thomas (No. 12393) is that of 
the Court of Common Pleas of 
County which 
reads as follows: 

“Taking of photographs 

“(a) No pictures or photo- 
graphs shall be taken, immedi- 
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THE BUTLER AMENDMENTS TO THE JENNER BILL | 

Shortly after the United States Gapdeme Court recessed for al, 
summer of 1957, Senator Jenner introduced a bill to punish the Court | 
for its decisions in five areas. These concerned the admission to the 
practice of law within a state, the criminal prosecution of witnesses 
before Congressional committees for contempt, the administration 
of Federal Executive Department security programs, the conduct of 
state security programs, and issues arising out of school board pro- 
grams aimed at present or past subversive activity by teachers. Sen- 
ator Jenner’s bill would have deprived the United States Supreme | 
Court of appellate jurisdiction in all such cases. ‘81 N.J.L.J. 108, edi- | 
torial, “A Threat To Constitutionalism.”) 

The Jenner Bill evoked vigorous opposition, especially from the 
United States Attorney General and the American Bar Association, 
which expressed its emphatic disapproval of any measure to strip 
the United States Supreme Court of judicial authority. Evidently as 
a response to these protests, the Jenner Bill was largely superseded | 
by amendments offered by Senator Butler. His proposal retained 
one feature of the Jenner Bill, namely, a withdrawal of all appellate | 
jurisdiction from the United States Supreme Court in cases involving | 
the admission of persons to the practice of law within a state. In| 
other aspects, the Butler amendments: 

1. Reinterpreted the Smith Act to bar the advocacy of what the 
United States Supreme Court had described as ‘abstract doctrine”; 

2. Declared a prevailing Congressional intention to share federal 
powers with states, except where otherwise expressly provided, and 
thereby to validate all state sedition laws; 

3. Allowed the suspension without pay of civilian personnel in| 
specified, non-sensitive, federal employment: 

4. Prohibited courts from investigating the authority of Con- 
gressional Committees in the course of criminal prosecution of wit- | 
nesses for contempt of Congress, through the device of giving final 
and conclusive force to all committee rulings on such issues. 

The recently conciuded meeting of the New Jersey State Bar| 
Association expressed its emphatic disapproval of measures to curb 
the appellate jurisdiction of the United States Supreme Court in any 
area. With specific reference to the Butler amendments, the Associ- 
ation recommended rejection of the provision, borrowed from the | 
Jenner Bill, which would oust the Court from cases dealing with the 
admission of lawyers to practice in states. The section which would | 
narrow the orbit of judicial inquiry in criminal contempt cases was | 
also disapproved. 

As to the first of these areas, it is rarely enough that the United | 
States Supreme Court concerns itself with such matters. But when | 
it takes a hand it is always because of a tenable claim of denial of 
a constitutional right. See for example, Konigsberg v. State Bar of 
California, 353 U.S. 252 (1957) and Schware v. Board of Bar Examiners 
of New Mexico, 353 U.S. 232 (1957). A statute which would bar the 
Court from protection of the constitutional rights of lawyers, while 
leaving it free to preserve those rights for every other calling, is an 
indefensible species of discrimination and an affront to our profes- 
sion. It has an even more serious vice. What the Butler Bill, like its 
Jenner counterpart, seeks to do in this respect, is to substitute for 
one constitution, fifty-eight constitutions, and this by the device of 
giving final authority to the constitutional decisions of forty-eight 
highest state courts of appeal and ten federal courts of appeal. 

The nation is less able now, than ever before, to afford the divi- 
sions and the conflicts implicit in one constitutional law for Califor- 
nia and another for New York, one for Alabama and another for 
Massachusetts. Once the opening wedge of such separatism is ac- 
cepted as an instrument of national policy it will be generalized to 
other, even more controversial, areas. This is the very sort of con- 
flict which was once resolved only at the price of a civil war. If we 








are to remain a single nation, we need a central source for our con- 
stitutional law. That can only be the United States Supreme Court. | 
We have long been engaged by formidable adversaries in a} 


contest for the minds and allegiance of all men of good will. Attrac- 
tive as our progress in material directions has been, we can be out- 


the invention and improvement of the institutions of human free- 
dom and dignity. The demotion of our foremost institution of justice | 
to second class status, and precisely because of its progress in the | 
area of civil liberties, will carry its own tawdry lesson to nations | 
which have previously turned to us for leadership in a very different | 
direction. 

The Butler Bill provisions concerning contempt prosecutions of | 


One Year - - - $10.00 


| ness, 
| library or in any office or other 


| by 


ately preceding or during ses- 
|sions of this court or recesses 
| between sessions, in any of the 
{courtrooms or at any place in 
| the courthouse within 40 feet of 
the entrance to any courtroom. 
| “(b) No court proceeding shall 
be broadcast or televised. 

“(c) No pictures or photo- 
|graphs of any party to a civil 
or criminal action, juror or wit- 
shall be taken in the law 


|room of the courthouse, except 
| with the knowledge and consent 
of the person or persons photo- 
graphed 

“(d) No prisoner or inmate of 
the County Jail shall be photo- 


graphed in the jail or on his 
way to or from a session of 
court.” 

The opinion by Judge Good- 


rich reads, in part, as follows: 

“The plaintiffs are proprietors 
and employees of newspapers in 
Pennsylvania. They sought an 


| injunction against the defendant 


Sheriff of Westmoreland County 
in Pennsylvania against the ex- 
ecution of the judgment in con- 
tempt proceedings in that county 
and a declaration that the court 
order concerning photograph- 
taking be declared a violation of 
the Constitution of the U. S. 
“The District Judge refused 
the relief requested after keep- 
ing the case under advisement 
during the time in which the 
plaintiffs tested their rights in 
the Pennsylvania Courts: 153 


| F.Supp. 486 (W. D. Pa. 1957). 


“There is no doubt that the 
rule [cited above] was violated 
the plaintiffs who took pic- 
tures of a notorious prisoner 
named Wable who had been con- 


| victed of murder in Westmore- 


land County and who was being 
sentenced the day on which the 
violation of the rule took place. 

“The defendants attack the 
rule as a violation of freedom of 
speech and press enumerated in 
the First Amendment of the 
Constitution of the U. S. and 


protected against s 
the Fourteenth Amendment. 
“That the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment does give such protection 
has been declared many 
by the Supreme Court. The au- 
thorities are listed in the opin- 
ion in Joseph Burstyn, Ine. v. 
Wilson, 343 U. S. 495, 500 n. 8 


(1952). 
“It is pointed out that the 
Supreme Court has held that 


dissemination of pictures is pro- 
tected against interference in 
the same way that expression by 
speech is protected. For this is 
correctly cited the Burstyn case 
and Superior Films, Inc. v. De- 
partment of Education, 346 U. S. 
587 (1954). 

“We, therefore, have our at- 
tention called to the free speech 
decisions by the Supreme Court. 
The argument is made that only 
a clear and present danger can 
justify an abridgement of free 
speech and that such danger is 
not present here. Those cases 
are well summed up in a state- 
ment from Mr. Justice Black in 


Bridges v. California, 314 U. S. 
252; 263 (1941)... 
“The various cases cited by 


the appellants for free speech all | 


have to do with expression of 
thought in some form... . 
have to do with newspaper com- 
ment on pending litigation. 


“The big jump which the 


plaintiffs’ case takes is from this | 


completely solid foundation re- 


garding freedom of utterance to} 


a super-structure supported by 
assertion only. 

“They say that since the right 
to publish photographs of news- 
worthy subjects is within the | 
ambit of constitutional protec- 
tion ‘the right to take such pho- 
tographs inexorably follows.’ 

“They do not press the point 


so inexorably, however, as the 


unqualified statement would in-| 


dicate. They grant that a court 
may prohibit the taking of pho- 
tographs in the courtroom. 
“Nor do they deny outright 
the statement of the District 


Court that the press here has no} 


more right than any other mem- 
ber of the public, although they 
do say that the District Judge 
made more of this than he 
should have. 

“Judge Fuld speaking for the 


majority in United Press Asso- 
ciations v. Valente, 308 N. Y. 71 
123 N. E. 2d 777 (1954) said of 


the right of free speech. ‘That 
right has, ... never been held 
to confer upon the press a con- 
stitutionally 
access to sources of information 
not available to others.’ 
“Realizing that we are not 
dealing with freedom of expres- 
sion at all but with rules having 
to do with — access to in- 





witnesses before congress 


sional committees is hardly less evil. 


In 


this case it is not merely the United States Supreme Court but every 
other federal court which would be excluded from an indispensable 


area of judicial inquiry. 


By allowing congres. 


sional committees to 


define the pertinence of their inquiries, question by question, these 
legislative agencies would be licensed to rewrite their own charters 


of authority without limit. 
every delegation of governmental 
stated boundaries. 


The first requisite of due process is that 


power be confined within clearly 


The object is not to hamper governmental au- 


thority, whether executive or legislative, but rather to protect citizens 
in the enjoyment of basic rights which can be safeguarded against 


encroachment in no other way. 


The federal criminal contempt stat- 


ute, which conditioned prosecution upon the refusal to answer “per- 


tinent”’ 
relevant 


questions, proved adequate for many years to gain all needed, 
information, for committees 


seriously bent on the discharge 


of a legislative function. It is only when such committees attempted 
to conduct legislative trials that claims of lack of pertinence have 


been sustained, and often enough to establish a substantial check | 
upon this abuse of legislative process 
In this contest the State Bar Asso- 


multiplied rather than erased. 


This safeguard ought to be 


ciation’s resolution, disapproving the Butler Bill section dealing with 
criminal contempt prosecutions is a constructive and forward looking 


step. 


The American Bar Association has gone even farther. 


of Governors, on May 20, 1958, disapproved of the Butler Bill as a 
whole, chiefly upon the ground that it threatens the independence of 
Stripped, as recent events have proved. Our historic monopoly is in! the judiciary and comprises a hodge podge of far-reaching substan- 


| tive changes which should be separately considered and subjected 


to scrutiny at adequate public hearings upon ample prior notice. 
The Senate Judiciary Committee, however, on the same date renewed | 
its support of the Butler Bill by a 10 to 5 vote. It is to be hoped that | 
the considered judgment of the organized bar, in our state and in the | 
nation, will have greater influence with other legislators and the 


public at large. 


tate action by | 


times | 


for} | 
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Editor, New Jersey Law Journ! 

I admired your editorials ag- 
vocating the abolition of 
munity for charitable organiza- 
tions and your commendation o;: 
Justice Jacobs for his brilliar: 
decisions dealing with this sub- 
ject. 

Are these decisions 
the adoption of the Farley Bj: 
by the Senate to become “mér 
scraps of paper?” 

You have made a good figk: 
for justice, beneficial not 
to lawyers, as some may believe 
but to persons suffering injurie 
some most serious. 

The only beneficiaries of th: 
immunity rule are the insurance 
companies who collect premiu 
but pay no claims. 

I am writing this particu 
with a view of attempting ¢ 
duce the Assembly Committe 
hold a public hearing bef: or 
vote is taken. Further, 
suade the Assembly to defeg 
measure, and if not defeated + 
request Governor Meyner to ve: 
the Bill when it is presented : 
him. 

I am not writing this for pub- 
lication, but you are at liberty : 
'publish it if you believe 
will serve a useful purpose 

Sincerely, 

Alfred Brenner 





iy. 





ronor 





real 





TE cde 
=o t3 3% 








basa. . 


Editor, New Jersey Law Jo 
| I was one of the early oppor- 
lents of the present Rule 4:95-! 
jrespecting investigation of th 
| plaintiff's residence in 
{and nullity cases. Today 
| its use for several years 
lit is a sound rule and extreme 
| pood for the Bar. 
Most respectfully, 
Abe D. Levenson 
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formation on metters of pub. 
interest, can it be argued thi 
here there is some consti 
right for everybody not to 
terfered with in findi 
|things about everybody 

“We suppose it would 
contended that 6 
reporter or any 
could insist upon entering 
other’s land without per 
to find out something h 
ed to know. 

“In the same way merey % 
cause someone’s private lee 
might be interesting 
or as models of Eng! 
position it would har 
gued that one could 
other’s desk and read 
what he finds there 

“Could an interested 
insist on the constitt 
to take motion pict 
private family in and 
household contrary to 
ily’s wishes? 

“We think that 
of getting at what on 
know, either to inforn 
lic or to satisfy one’s 
curiosity is a far cry 
type of freedom of 
comment, criticism s 
tected by the First 
teenth Amendments 
stitution. 

“If a judge may 
pose of maintaining 
decorum, control 
pictures in his own col 
can hardly be success 
that his power s stop 
closes the court roon 












































sylvania has 
rules here involvec are 
sonable exercise 0! J¥ 
thority in this state: +n 
386 Pa. 251, 126 A.2d 
That settles the qué 
as concerns the Jucic: 
ity under state law. 

“There is exist 
under Pennsylvania 
| the rules here invo 
| being no interfere 

constitutional 
of speech or the pres 
ment of the Distri 
'be affirmed.” 
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y By Aaron Marder 

* 1. 

os It is a rule of law that, in jury 
ha cases, where the evidence is such 
ic- 


that reasonable minds cannot 
differ as to the ultimate facts, 
the case will be taken from the 
jury and the ultimate facts will 
be decided by the judge. Ferdin- 
and v. Agricultural Ins. Co. of 
Watertown, N. Y., 22 N. J. 482, 
495 (1956), opinion by the late 
Chief Justice. 

A similar rule is often used in 
motions for summary judgment, 
the test here being whether the 
evidence is such as to allow but 
one conclusion of ultimate fact, 
and that conclusion is in favor 
of the party applying for the 
summary judgment. Mazzilli v. 
Accident, etc., Casualty Ins. Co. 
Inc. 26 N. J. 307, 319 (1958), 
pinion by Justice Proctor. 

The rules are comparatively 
























ular. simple. Difficulty frequently 
onal rises in application. The appli- 
isodiy cation of these rules does not 
ore deal with questions of law at 
Bd is resolved 


|. The question 
ely by a determination of 
> or reason, to-wit can 
asonable minds differ as to the 
nate facts from the evidence 








Nonetheless, countless opin- 
ms have described this assess- 
ing of the evidence by the judge, 
a matter of law” or a “question 
flaw for the court.” The opin- 
n writer in Mazzilli (p. 319) 
describes it “as a matter of law.” 
This practice of so denominat- 
ing the assessment of the evi- 
dence by the judge probably 
tems from the notion, in the 
law courts, that all rulings by 
the court are matters of law, 
since a jury ordinarily decides 
the facts. We never find such 
phrases so used in equity opin- 
ons, since the judge decides 
oth the facts and the law. 

But judge can and should 
decide a case on a real question 
of law, on stating a legal rule 
to be applied to a set of ultimate 
facts. And these ultimate facts 
might even be differently found 














a 
a 





minds. In the last instanced sit- 
uation, the ultimate facts are 
ved by the jury. But the 
uuestions of law applicable to 
uch resolution are decided by 
judge. 





se opinion informs the sense 
as which the phrase “as a matter 
% law’ is being used. Whether 
x not it is being used in an 
asessment of the evidence by 
=e judge to determine, as a 
matter purely of logic or reason, 
- Teasonable minds can differ 
Fi to the ultimate facts. 
tis submitted, however, that 
2 phrase, so used, is not accu- 
se. An accurate phrasing would 
* “a matter of fact for the 
ut”, to-wit—the facts are for 
“< court since the evidence is 
uh that reasonable minds can- 
a differ as to the ultimate 
*s. And the phrase “as a mat- 
; of law”, and the like, should 
served entirely to situations 
“te the judge pronounces a 
“* of law to be applied to a 
of assumed ultimate facts. 
“ster thinking would result 
= making this distinction. 
"e can, by pre-arrangement, 
‘stand “red” when we say 
“2ck”. But to what purpose? 


“suppose we sometimes real- 
Pi. 


d “black”, 
ae 
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AS A MATTER OF LAW 


Ferdinand, at p. 495 & 496, | 
quotes at length with warm ap- | 
proval from the opinion by Judge | 
in Jerke v.| 


Dwight Campbell 
Delmont State Bank, 54 S. D. 446, 
223 N.W. 585, 72 A. L. R. 7, (Sup. 
Ct. 1929), 9 Wigmore (3d ed.) 306. 


Part of the citation reads as fol- | 


lows: 

“If reasonable minds arrive 
at but one conclusion from the 
evidence, by applying their in- 
tellectual processes. thereto, 
then the question as_ to 
whether the party having the 
burden of proof has establish- 
ed the issuable facts in that 
particular case is a question 
to be decided by the judge, and 
not by the jury, and it is prob- 
ably a mere matter of phrase- 
ology and definition of terms 
in such a case whether we say, 
as a matter of language, that 
it then becomes a question of 
law for the court, or whether 
we say that, being a question 
of fact upon which reasonable 
minds could not differ, it is 
such a question of fact as will 
be decided by the judge, and 
not by the jury, though un- 
doubtedly the latter phrasing 
is more accurate. 

* * * 

The answer to this question 
does not state any rule of law, 
but merely announces a de- 
termination of logic or reason. 
The only rule of law involved 
is that which announces that 
the judge will determine the 
matter without the assistance 
of the jury, when reasonable 
minds applied to the evidence 
could properly come to but one 
conclusion.” 

The rule of law is that when 
reasonable minds can differ as 
to the ultimate facts to be gath- 
ered from the evidence, the 
facts are for the jury. No one 
has termed these questions to 
be decided by the jury ‘matters 
of law” or the like, even though 
it is a rule of law that casts upon 
the jury the duty to determine 
the ultimate facts. And when the 
rule of law obligates the judge 
to determine the ultimate facts, 
he is deciding matters of fact 
and not matters of law. 


9 


Moreover, there is a_ subtle 
danger in calling questions of 
fact “a matter of law”. The next 
step is to compare the evidence 
in a new case with the evidence 
in a decided case and lay claim 
to a “legal” precedent in an ef- 
fort to persuade the judge to 
take the case from the jury and 
decide it himself. But the variety 
in human events is much too 
great to afford justice in such a 
way. The infinitely varying evi- 
dentiary facts in every case 
would become the ultimate facts. 
The resulting fragmentation of 
rules of substantive law would be 
unbearable. 

The ultimate facts to which 
the rule of law is applied are 
the facts upon which the law is 
based, and not the evidentiary 
facts. A slight or subtle change 
the evidentiary facts might 
cause quite a different set of 
ultimate facts. The law may and 
does change in connection with 
the same set of ultimate facts; 
certain types of evidentiary facts 
may become ultimate facts (for 
example, rules of presumption 
harden into rules of substantive 
law — the so-called conclusive 


in 
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Rhyne Raps High Court Curbs 





Urges Lawyers to Defend 
Judiciary 





CHICAGO (ACCN) — Charles 
S. Rhyne, president of the Amer- 
|ican Bar Assn. has issued an 
| urgent call to the nation’s law- 
yers to rise and defend the U. S. 
| Supreme Court against the “at- 
tack” on its powers posed by the 
Jenner bill, now in congress. 
Addressing a Founders Day 
dinner of Delta Theta Phi law 
fraternity at Chicago Bar 
Assn. Rhyne viewed the Jenner 
proposals to limit the high 
court’s jurisdiction as a “grave 


tne 


threat” to the basic American 
way of life. 
To limit access to the Supreme 


Court because of “current clamor 
against some of its decisions,” he 
said, would upset the equilib- 
rium of the judicial, legislative 
and 





| 


“The thrust of my position is 
that the American Bar Assn. is 
correct in opposing all such 
curbs regardless of the merits 
or demerits of particular deci- 
sions to~which those curbs are 
directed,” he said. 

“As a matter of principle, 
congress should not sit as a 


court of review over the Su-| 


preme Court or any other court. 
That congress may or may not 
have the constitutional power to 
adopt this legislation curbing 
the Supreme Court is beside the 
point. The existence of the pow- 
er is no proof that its exercise 
is wise,” he declared. 

“Congress, in its quest for a 
method of changing judicial de- 
cisions, must not usurp to it- 
self the judicial power,” 
warned. 


The mechanism of the Su- 


check-and-bal- | preme Court, Rhyne continued, 


ance system of U.S. government. | must remain “unfettered by con- 


“I consider it a 
sponsibility of every lawyer, in- 
deed, every American citizen, to 


ble effort to defeat any attack, 
legislative stherwise, which 
tends to lessen this vital inde- 
pendence of our judiciary,” he 
said. 

The mistake inherent in the 
Jenner bill, according to Rhyne, 


or 


serious re-| 


gressional restraints. History, 


| reason and necessity dictate that 
| conclusion as best for our coun- 
speak out to exert every possi-| try.” 





Rhyne called on the nation’s 
lawyers, as qualified experts, to 
outline the gravity of the situ- 


“The court speaks_ only 
through its decisions and under 
its traditional customs cannot 


he | 


|business at hand. 
| The jurists also felt that pos- 
}ation to the people, declaring: | sible broadcasting, whether by 


| difficult 
| from witnesses, or to bring them 
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Illinois Judges Veto 
Courtroom Broadcasting 


Feel Equipment is Distracting 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—Sixty of 
66 Illinois judges responding to 
a questionnaire said broadcast- 
ing equipment in a courtroom 
was “physically distracting” and 
|64 agreed that it was “psycho- 
logically disturbing.” 





The survey was made by Ger- 
ald Cashman, of Bethlehem, Pa., 
a University of Illinois graduate 
| Student in journalism and com- 
| munications. It was made to 
| ascertain the possibility of modi- 
|fying the American Bar Assn.’s 
| Judicial Canon 35, which pro- 


jhibits the taking of pictures, 


broadcasting or televising of 
court proceedings. 
Experience with radio and 


television equipment and proce- 
|dures did not alter the judges 
/opinion materially, Cashman 
|found. The judges objected to 
such equipment in the court- 
|room primarily because of its 
|effect on jury members who 
‘might be distracted from the 


radio or television, would make it 
to obtain testimony 


is “failure to distinguish between|SPeak in its own defense. De-|into court. Many witnesses, the 


decisions and 
decisions.” 
“The is indeed 
sound,” he declared, ‘and must 
not be partly chopped up and 
partly destroyed because of the 
failure of that mechanism to 
always provide decisions with 
which all agree 100 per cent.” 


the mechanism of | 


fense of the court is therefore 
the organized bar’s duty and re- 
sponsibility.” 





Announcement 


Mendon Morrill having with- 


| judges noted, are reluctant to 
|give evidence under the best of 
| circumstances. 


Cashman reported the results 


of his study to a group of radio 
| and television news directors at- 
| tending a clinic at Monticello 


drawn from the firm of Cole, | last week, according to Editor 
Morrill & Berman, to assume! & Publisher. 


Such agreement, 
impossible in a 


by humans. 
Rhyne said 


court 
that many 


he 


he 
1e\s 


pointing 


reat advanc 


said, 
society operated 
did not object'| 


to criticism of individual high] pavid : Got 
decisions, 


his duties as Judge of the United 
States District Court, the firm 
will continue in practice under 
| the name of Cole, Berman & 
Garth. Members of the firm are: 
Oscar Berman, 
pe Leonard I. Garth and Morrill J. 

;Cole. Bernard L. Belsky will be | 


is 





out 
es 


our jurisprudence have stemmed 
from thoughtful criticism of ju-|} 
dicial decisions by  lawyers,| 
scholars and others. | 

“Defense of our judiciary must | 
not and should not interfere} 
with or impair the right of any} 
man to express reasoned criti- | 


cism of any cision of any | 
court he believes to be erron- 
eous.” | 

But, he added, “I do object— 
and I think all lawyers should | 
object — to denunciation of | 


cation of judges. | 
I also object as I think all 
lawyers should—to the less blat- | 
ant attacks on courts, such as| 
legislative attempts to punish | 


courts and villifi 


| associated with the firm. 
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judges for particular decisions} 








by whittling away jurisdiction | 
of the courts. 

lla etieneatenaietint | 
presumption). But, ordinarily, | 
evidentiary facts must be viewed | 
in their particular setting, to-| 
wit — the setting of the case} 
which they involve; they have| 
no universal validity; 
them universal validity would be | 


Ly 





to issue command upon reason |f 


or logic; reason and logic might | 
arrive at ultimate facts different | 
from the ultimate facts in a so-} 
called precedent where the evi- 


dentiary facts were similar. | 
Moreover, much more frequently, 
the evidentiary facts are only! 


seemingly similar, by reason of 
a quick resume, or lack in de- 
tailed and complete comparison. 

To pursue so-called “lega)” 
precedent in a matter of fact 
calling for the exercise of rea- 
son or logic is abandoning rea- 
son and logic. Reason and logic 
make for justice in arriving at 
ultimate facts; “legal” precedent 
based upon evidentiary facts 
would shackle, be hit or miss 
and make for injustice. 

It is submitted that the above 
reasoning underlies the rule as 
to collateral estoppel laid down 
in Mazzilli, at p. 317, to-wit—col- 
lateral estoppel applies only to 
ultimate facts and not to evi- 


to give|}} 


| 
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Page Six 


(Continued from page 1) 


proval of the settlement, it will 
be necessary for the claimant to 


sign a_ settlement agreement! 
al 


with the uninsured and also 


Treasurer’s Voucher, Form 


# 100-5. 


Where the settlement will in- 
volve payments from the Fund 
of $1000 or over, then the law 
provides that the Board must 
consent to the settlement and a 
court must approve the settle- 
ment and order it paid from the 
Fund. These cases are submitted 
by the companies to the Board. 
Here again the files submitted 
must contain enough informa- 
tion to justify the Board’s ac- 
tion. The Board meets the third 
Tuesday of each month and 
cases to be considered at these 
meetings should reach the 
Board's office no later than the 
second Monday of the month. 
After each meeting the Board’s 
office advises the company of 
the action taken. If the seitle- 
ment has been consented to by 
the Board then a petition should 
be drawn (where suit has al- 
ready been started) conforming 
to the requirements of R.S. 39:6- 
The company will have 
obtained the signature of the 
uninsured on the agreement to 
repay, the Warrant for Confes- 
sion of Judgment, and the Set- 
tlement Agreement. If the case 
is not yet in suit, it will be nec- 
essary to start suit (as in a 
Friendly Suit) to get the matter 
before the court so that the pet- 
ition for approval of the settle- 
ment may be filed and acted 
upon by the court. An order 
should also be drawn by the 
plaintiff for the court to sign. 
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| This order should set forth that 
the court is satisfied of the truth 
of the allegations in the petition, 
of the fairness of the proposed 
settlement and the amount to be 
paid from the Unsatisfied Claim 
and Judgment Fund 

The “true copy” of the signed 
order should then be sent to the 
Board’s office. The Board’s office 


| 
| 


will then process the order so | 


that the State Treasurer issues 
a check on the Fund to the 
claimant and his attorney. 

It should be pointed out that 
where the settlement is in favor 
of an infant, it is necessary that 
the order approving the _ set- 
tlement also set forth that a 
judgment is entered and con- 
tain an additional clause per- 
mitting the defendant to repay 
the State Treasurer by install- 
ments, ‘the amount of the in- 
stallments would be as set forth 
in the agreement to repay). An 
assignment of the judgment 
should be executed in favor of 
the Director of Motor Vehicles. 

JUDGMENT CASES 

Those claims where the unin- 
sured fails to agree to a settle- 
ment or where a company can- 
not recommend the settlement, 
will have to be tried and 
judgment obtained. After suit 
started an uninsured may be de- 
fended by counsel furnished by 
the insurance company. How- 
ever, if the uninsured has his 
own counsel the company may 
work with the personal counsel 
(personal counsel must look to 
his own client for his fee unless 
he makes other arrangements 
with the company). It must be 
remembered that any judgment 
obtained against the uninsured 
is his personal obligation and 
he is not relieved from it even 
though, it, or part of it, is paid 
from the Fund. The Fund is in 
the position of buying the judg- 


a 


1S 


ment from the judgment cred- 
itor and not of satisfying the 
judgment. 

If after suit has been started 
the uninsured has been serv- 
ed and is in default, the plain 
tiff’'s attorney should refer to 
R.S. 39:6-74 and 75. In other 


words, plaintiff should notify the 
Board in writing that the de- 
fendant is in default and he in- 
tends to enter a default judg- 
ment. In those that the 
company feels ‘after their in- 
vestigation) that there appears 
to be no question of liability or 
the amount of damages they may 
conclude not to defend. It is sug- 
gested that the plaintiff's attor- 
ney contact the company for 
their intended action. If there is 
any question of liability or of 
damages, then the company 
permitted under R.S. 39:6-75 to 
enter an appearance and defend 
in behalf of the uninsured de- 
fendant. 


cases 


is 
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Unsatisfied Claim and Judgment Fund Law  . = Once a judgment is obtained 


against an uninsured motorist 
the judgment creditor must levy 
against any assets of the judg- 
ment debtor. If the judgment or 
a part of the judgment cannot 
be satisfied by the judgment 
debtor, then an application can 
be made to the court for a pay- 
ment from the Fund. This ap- 
plication is made by way of a 
Notice of Motion with ten days 
written notice being given to the 
Board (R.S. 39:6-69). This notice 
should be accompanied by the 
affidavit of the judgment cred- 
itor and his attorney as to the 
facts called for in R.S. 39:6-70. 
If the facts set forth in the affi- 
davits are the same as Known to 
the Board and the company 
handling the case then most 
likely an order of the court di- 
recting payment from the Fund 
can be entered by consent. How- 
ever, if there is a question of 
fact or of law, then the motion 
may be contested by the Board 
through company assigned coun- 
sel 


It is suggested that the affi- 
davits of judgment creditors 
have a paragraph concerning 


other indemnity or benefits re- 
ceived by the judgment credit- 
If there were none, it should 
so stated in the affidavit 
The order of the court direct- 
ing the State Treasurer to make 
a payment from the Fund should 


ors 


be 


follow R.S. 39:6-71 (a) and (b). 
It should recite the amount of 
the judgment and costs, the 
amount remaining unpaid, the 
amount recovered as other in- 
demnity or benefits, and the 
amount recovered from others 


because of other judgments from 
the same accident as well as the 
information called for in subsec- 
tions (a) and ‘(b) of RS. 39:6-71. 
The order clause should direct 
the payment of the judgment 
less the $200 deductible and less 
the other indemnity or benefits 
or judgments recovered from 
others, plus interest and costs, if 
any. Interest if any, should only 
be on the amount to be paid from 
the Fund and for a reasonable 
period after entrance of judg- 
ment to signing of the order. 
It is suggested that to facili- 
payment that plaintiff sub- 
a “true copy” of the order 
directly to the Board’s office af- 
ter it has been signed along with 
the assignment of judgment in 
triplicate. Forms for the assign- 
ment of judgment may be ob- 
tained from assigned defense 
counsel, assigned insurance com- 
pany or the Board’s office. No 
payments can be made until the 
udgment is assigned to the Di- 


tate 


mit 


rector of Motor Vehicles, (RS. 
39:6-77). The assignment of judg- 


signed by the plain- 
acting as Guar- 


ment must be 
tiff. If plaintiff is 


dian, Administrator or Executor, 
then a Certificate from the Sur- 
rogate should accompany the as- 


of judgment showing 
rity The Statute 
provides that the full 
amount of the unsatisfied judg- 
ment be assigned to the Director 
of Motor Vehicles. If more should 
be recovered from the judgment 
debtor. then was paid out of the 
Fund. the excess recovered will 
paid over to the judgment 
creditor 


signment 
his auth 


39:6-77 


to sign 


be 


HIT AND RUN 

The statute has special provi- 
ions for Hit and Run accidents. 
Only personal injuries come un- 
der the Hit and Run provisions. 
The claimant should file a “No- 
tice of Intention to Make 
Claim The Board under the 
statute must assign the claims 
investigation. If the insur- 
ance company investigating the 
claim recommends a settlement 
then the Board can consider the 
case and agree to the settlement. 
Any settlement so agreed to 
must also have the approval of 
a court. This approval is obtain- 
ed by way of petition to the court 
where suit has been started. If 
suit has not yet been started 
then the plaintiff must first in- 
stitute his suit and then peti- 


for 


Medical-Legal Peace 


Urged 
BOSTON (ACCN) — A Wash- 
ington surgeon, who is also a 
dentist and lawyer, urged the 


professions of law and medicine 
to reach an understanding to 
protect “the citizen who seeks 
justice in our courts.” 

Dr. Murdock Head warned that 
warfare between the professions 
“can only bring dishonor on both 
houses,” and that ‘“‘we must, by 
the ethics of our two professions. 
come to terms in the interest of 
the patient and the client.” 

Addressing the annual meet- 
ing of the American Society of 
Maxillo-Facial Surgeons here 
last week, he said graduate edu- 


cation had failed to teach law- 
yers and doctors about their 
rights and duties toward one 


another when they appeared in 
court and about safeguarding 
patients and clients 

He recommended that every 
university set up a committee of 
medical jurisprudence and re- 
quire a course in medical law 
for graduation 

Local bar 
medical societies should have 
joint committees meeting regu- 
larly in every major community, 
he said 

He also urged that an 
tute be established in Washing- 


associations and 


insti- 


ton, D. C., where the agencies 
most concerned with health, 
medicine and law were concen- 
trated. 


Sussex Trials Begin 
June 2 

Trials of civil cases on the Sus- 
sex County Superior Court, County 
Court and District Court jury cal- 
endar will begin on Monday, June 
2nd. 

Judge Gerald T. Foley is As- 
signment Judge for the County 
and Judge Vito A. Concilio is the 
County Judge 





tion the court for approval. The 
court enters a judgment on the 
approved settlement and directs 
payment of the judgment from 
the Fund (in accordance with 
R.S. 39:6-84). Payment is then 
processed as in normal cases. 


Where an agreement to settle 
cannot be reached then it is nec- 
essary to proceed to trial and a 
judgment. If the judgment is 
against the Director of Motor 


Vehicles then the court directs 
payment from the Fund (RS. 
39 :6-84). 


Restoration of Driving Privileges 
Where the Fund Has Made a 
Payment 

Th Unsatisfied Claim and 
Judgment Fund Law at RS. 
39:6-87 provides that a person’s 
driving privileges shall not be 
restored until the Fund has been 
repaid. In judgment cases the 
judgment debtor can apply to 
the court for an installment or- 
der and if granted can have his 
privileges restored after filing 
proof of financial responsibility 
for the future. R.S. 39:6-87 pro- 
vides that the Board should be 
given ten days notice of the mo- 
tion. If the Board's office is given 
the supporting affidavits to the 
motion it can after review ad- 
vise the applicant’s attorney 
whether or not it will appear on 
the return date. The installment 
order should be for the full judg- 
ment plus interest and costs. 
True copies of the installment 
orders should be sent both to the 


Division of Motor Vehicles and 
to the Unsatisfied Claim and 
Judgment Fund Board. Pay- 


ments under the installment or- 
der should be made to the 
Board's office at 222 West State 
Street, Trenton, New Jersey. 

The Board’s office is available 
to the public and the legal pro- 
fession for the purpose of an- 
swering questions concerning 
procedures or operation under 
the law. 
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Progress Hailed In 
TV-Movie Liaison 








Program 
The American Bar Associa- 
tion’s program of liaison with 


the motion picture and televisior 
industries in the interest of au- 
thenticity in portrayals of law- 
yers and courts now is a little 
over one year old. Evidence 
mounting that the cooperative 
arrangement is proving high) 
successful 

In the past h 
been a tremendous increase in 
the number of legal dramas or 
TV and in feature length film 
Law has become the 
dramatic theme. The quantitive 
increase has brought a qualita- 
tive improvement too, with m 
attention than ever before 
considerations of legal ethic 
and procedural accuracy. Wit: 
occasional exceptions, law) 
court dramas generally 
evoking from members of 
profession more letters of 
mendation than of comp’aint 

In commenting on t 
of the first year’s operati 
the program, Chairman Ri 
P. Tinkham of the Committ 
Public Relations said: “Th 
sults achieved to date are 
lieve gratifying to both the 





wv - thar 
year tnere 


are 


he 
nh 


profession and the en‘ert: 
ment industries. We are 

that definite progress ha eer. 
made and that the pubii 
gaining a better concepti 

the ethics of lawyers an 


processes of justice.’ 
Under the liaison arrang: 
established by ABA, ten mé 
were appointed to a Leg Ac- 
visory Committee t 
Pictures Television. Fi 
in Los Angeles and five in N 
York. They are available ! 
consultation with memb 
the entertainment industri 


on 


and 
ana 





questions involving leg 
cedure and ethics. The 
tries have consulted \ 
committee on many occ 
Working closely with th 
mittee is ABA’s staff lia 


resentative, John Ston 
Angeles, a former motion pict 
writer, director and 
He consults regularly 
studios and networks 
production plans as 
involve legal stories, 
suggestions and inf 
where they are request 
“T have found the relat! 




















warm and cooperativs S ' 
said in commenting on his Pe" Mo 
iodic meetings with incus ge 





representatives 
forth-coming 
ideas. I refer techni 
legal procedure or 
advisory committee and =" 
them immediate answeé 
“During 1957 a 
was introduced i n a 
seldom before been mentions 
the Bar association 
tions, its adherence pee Fi 
sistence upon observa! Jee a 
canons of ethics tere ats 
yf the crooked la 
the gangster 
disappeared. If 
who under 
for 
unethica 
man to b 
disbarme Le i 
proper discipli y authore : 
“The jury system ha me + 
even in th 
juries recent.) ‘ 
tine conviction of vicious * 
at the risk of viq.eurk 
death. Producers +4 
the most part been coc 
in changing their sc 
rect errors, weak 
derogatory character 
‘Afier 21 
business, I a 
technical detail a 
is not always ess¢é 
ing a favorable pu s 
for a given character - 
tion.. Drama the | 
element. It is important -* 
be kept in mind.” 
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re: General's Opinion 


FORMAL OPINION, 
rable Carl ict 
You request our opinion as to 
yhether a corporation doing 
iness in New Jersey may law- 
j Pron onc and withhold from 
its ployees who are residents 
of tk ne City of Philadelphia a 
portion of their wages for the 
purpose of payment of the wage 
tax of that city (Ordinances of 
December 13, 1939). You state 
that the City of Philadelphia 
sontends that since Radio Cor- 
tion of America now has 
business locations in 
corporation is 
vithhold the Philadelpl 
tax from the wages of 
Iphia residents employed 
n New Jersey. This con 
ion is apparently based upon 
1olding in City of Philadel- 
shia v. _ Westinghouse Electric & 
Manufacturing Company, D 
343 ‘Common Pleas No. 2 
Iphia County, 1945 
defendant in thx 
a business in 
in Senter, 
Vania ] 
defendant em- 
of Philadel; 


Jilic A 















ty the 








all 


ten- 


0 


eC 








Philadel- 


na 
alia 





ester plant the 
residents 


























Tr irt held that section 
ydinance, which provides 
Each employer within tt 
y of Philadelphia - 
yne or more persor 
ury, wage, commission 
compensation Dasls 
leduct * * at the time 
payment thereof, the tax 
ind pay to the Receive 
Taxes the amount of tax 
luetea * * + 
an employer, present 
nd subject to municipal legisla- 
tion -ollect the wage tax 
i irce from residents of the 
ty empl loyed and paid by the 
mplover outside the city. Th 
ri went on to hold that the 
the employ keeps 
lls and pays its em- 
itside the city does 1 
situation. 
iid be noted at the out- 
the withholding here 
is for a tax upon 
id in New Jersey for 
OF in this state, which 
is att ted to be assessed not 
by th deral government bu 
py a city of a sister jurisdiction 
Con of constitutional su- 
ipplicable in such areas 
Iding of federal income 


26. S.C. A, 
ia] deductions (26 
/§.C. A. § 3102) are, therefore 
‘relevant. Nor, we may add 
ere concern ed with the 
pplications of the Phil- 
ige tax. 
ppli to Philadel 
“dents working in New Je 
- Concern ourselves only with 
question presented above 


3402) and 


yritte 
AL ivy 












~ahility 
AMJasal 





=. §. 34:11-4, as amended, pro- 
Every person, firm, asso- 
1107 partnership doing 
in in this State, and 


organized 
by virtue of 


Ger or ing 
verned the provisior 





 Mtle 1 © Velmatiine Gen- - 


ral I by the provisions of 
nf g tled ‘An act con- 
orporations’ ‘Revision 
pproved April twenty- 











avities % 1€ thousand eight hun- 
4. 2Md =ninety-six, in this 





pay at least y 
’ Weeks. in lawful money of 
“hited States, to each and 

employee engaged in 

r its business, or to 
thorized represent- 
2t such employee, the full 














not be lawful for 
erson, firm, associa 
rship Or corporé 
er into or make any 


nent of the 
cn employee other- 
as provided by 


1958-No. 8 | 


commonly 
“Wage 


and 
* Super 
the court a 


amount 


— +a in 





of such payment. (n 


a given d 





General's 
sioner 
with any employee | n 
wages of 
where 


this w: 


section, except to pay such 
wages at shorter intervals 
than every two weeks. Every 
agreement made in violation of 
this section shall be deemed 
to be null and void, and the 
penalties provided for in sec- 
tion 34:11-6 of this Title may 
be enforced notwithstanding 
such agreement; * * *.” 

R.S. 34:11-6, as amended, pro- 

vides: 

“Every person, firm, associa- 
tion, partnership or corpora- 
tion mentioned in section 34: 
11-4 of this Title and every 
officer or agent thereof who 
shall violate any of the pro- 


visions of said section 34:11-4 
shall, for the first offense, be 
liable to a penalty of fifty 


dollars ($50.00), and for the 
cond and each subsequent 
offense to a penalty of one 
undred dollars ($100.00), to 
be recovered by and in the 
name of the Department of 
Labor of this State.’ 
These’ statutory provisions, 
referred to as the 
Payment Law”, were dis- 
‘ussed in Department of Labor 
Industry v. Rosen, 44 N. J 
42 (App. Div. 1957), where 
he t pages 45 and 46 
said: 


Historically, N. J.S. A. 34:11- 


of the Laws of 1896 and chap- 
ter 38 of the Laws of 1899, the 
itter entitled ‘An Act to pro- 


1 
wien. Ga 
vide for 

































questions of national 
4 is derived from chapter 179 Within the judicial bra 


are equivalent to p 


Proposes Senate 
Approval For High Court 
Clerks 


WASHINGTON D. C. 
-Sen. John C 
has recommended that law clerks 
for Supreme Court Justices be} 
confirmed by t 
they 
court. 
Stennis said he 
attacking 
justices 
senate 
should 
their 
ance 
‘It 


(ACCN) 





begin working 


in 


the high | 


the 
felt 
of clerks 
' required because of 
“ever-increasing import- 
and influence 


clerks or 
Dut 





that 


IS generail kn 


wn 


these young men assist in re- 
view of the records and work 
on actual cases before the court 


although the extent of their ac- 
tual participation in its function 
is unknown,” Stennis said in a 
recent senate s} *h 
“When one considers the vol- 
ume of work done the court 
and the complexities of the many 
involved ma ising in the 
numerous cases, I am persuaded 
the influ of the law 
as to isposition of 
ons rak 
‘To the extent that 
ticipate in 
the v 


the court, t 





tnat 
clerk 
cases isc 
they par- 

work of 
ire deciding vital 
effect. 
these 
de- 


nch, 


7 vent 
V-1eVel 


cisions in the execut branch,” 
he said 


selected 


























the payment of wages Clerks are stom 
in lawful money of the United from among the top honor grad- 
States every two weeks.’ The’ uates of the nation’s law schools 
motivating factor for the en- They serve the istic for one 
actment of the legislation year before entering practice 
as the elimination of the Stennis quote ~ 
practice prevalent among fac- zine article by William H - 
tory owners, particularly by) quist, forme: ; 
ywwners of glass factorie in} Robert Jacks rote tha 
southern New Jersey, of pay- while there ide range 
iz yes in the form of order’ of political opinion nong tl 
.00Ks or scrip, redeemable law clerks, a 
nly at company-owned stores eft” of both th nd 
Cumberland Glass Mfg. Co v. ition 
State, 58 N. J. L. 224 ‘Sup. Ct Stennis said th iate shoulc 
1895 see Daily True Ameri- investigate tl tuat wit! 
can, Trenton, N. J., March 14- a view to esti ninimum 
17, 1896; February 28, March qualifications {f{ holder of 
10 and 17, 1899. The statutes, these importan ts Dy av 
an exercise of the police power and the need to provide perman- 
the State, have decided ent profession tants Ut 
onomic benefits to the em- stices rathe lan nev 
ployee. The assurance of pay- | graduated lawye yne- 
ment in cash at regular in-| year basis 
tervals of wages ipon which 
an employee is dependent for Opinion to Commi I Bry 
the support of himself and nis ant, December 8, 191 eficien- 
is obviously an econ- cies in the paymen f rent 
and social necessity. In- upon the lease of an employer- 
det such a view has biblical owned home cannot be withheld, 
support: ‘The wages of him any agreement between the em- 
hat is hired shall not abide ployee and ¢« Itwith- 
hee all night until the standing Atto General's 
Leviticus, 19, 13; ‘At Opinion to Commi B} 2 
y thos shalt give him April 25, 1916 
his neither shall the sun Payroll deduct om- 
go down upon it Deuter- pensation of offici nd em- 
ployees of the State New Jer- 
tice pro- sey have been auth oy the 
ture had Legislature, with re t to the 
I othe: purchase of war 
sdictions where employers 52:14-15.5), and 
-called ¢ towns premium (He 5 4 
aid employees s or Payroll deductio nese 
pecially marked coinlike cases, the subjec V 
ieces of metal redeemable only action despite t luntar 
t cor y commiss for authorization by Stat Mm} 
d and clothing, or applicable ees and official n 
to rent for company houses.’ Opinion to Henry W. Peterson 
atute is clear. ‘Every April 7, 1955. 
: bu Since our legis} e has not 
pay authcrized payrol ductions 
t veeks “in lawful’ from the wages f non-public 
I yf the United States, to employees, and since he full 
employee iis or to amount of the wages earned and 


esenta- 
full 
and 


* *? 


duly authorized 
f such employee 
wages earned 
lawful money 


is supplied’. Deduction 


renr 
rep? 
*he 


of 


nt of wages earned and! from wages of an amount to be 
In lawful money to us as a deposit for security 
yee, up to within that the employees will not ter- 


their employment before 
ate is prohibited by the 
Payment Law”, Attorney 
Opinion to Commis- 
Blunt, August 30, 1929; 
or can there be a withholding 
a bonus to insure service 
the bonus is a part of the 
Attorney General’s 


inate 


age itself 


unpaid must be 
two weeks to 10 
authorized representa 

opinion, and 





paid at least every 


pe 
he 
tne 





you are accoraing 


ly advised, that a deduction or 
withholdinz of any p yn of 
such wages of a New J ey em- 
ployee for the purpose of satis- 


faction of the wage tax of the 


City 
contrary to the provisions of 
“Wage Payment 
constitute a 


of Philadelphia would 


Act” and would 
violation thereof 
David D. Furman 
Acting Attorney Gene 
By Martin L. Greenberg 
Deputy Attorney General 


| 
| 
| 
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Stennis (D., Miss.) | 


senate before | 


was “in no way | 





Abraham 


das 
Rutgers Law 
having a neangg the Fifth Amend 
ment 
tee on sparse oe 





Rutgers Comme For Handling of 
Glasser Case 





(ACCN)—The Assn. of Ameri- 
can Law Schools put into effect 
last week a formal censure of 
| Rutgers~Gniversity for its hand- 
ling of the Glasser case. 

The censure was voted at the 
| association’s annual meeting in 
San Francisco last December, 
but was held in abeyance until 
May 15. 

It would have been voided had 
the university, before that date, 
granted the former faculty mem- 
ber a hearing “meeting the 
standards prescribed by the as- 
sociation.” These center on “fit- 
ness to teach.” 

Dean Irwin N. 
Harvard law school, president of 
the association, announced that 
two meetings with the univer- 
sity’s board of governors had 
failed to do this. 

A similar censure of Rutgers 
by the American Assn. of Uni- 
versity Professors was rescinded 
April 25 after the university had 
deleted from its constitution a 
clause providing for dismissal of 
a faculty member who had in- 


Griswold of 


voked the Fifth Amendment 
The censures. which rry no 

specific penalties, resulted from 

a controversy involving Prof 


He contend: 


“3 C] mNEe 
eslgning 


Glasser 
he was coerced into 
ssor at 


o Tt 
associate 


School 


an 


prote 
in 1953 after 
>» House 


before th Commit 


+j 
1L1eS 











A former iustice partme: 
ver. Glasser enied inde 
h that he was a member o 
e Communi part it ¢ 
¢ y c to egt yhethe £ 
eel Communist in the p 
S f th ) 
e( 0] ft u 
? ended tft 
f 
I ‘“ommittee f 
re +} 
C G ) € ] 
u ‘ Y 
1952 
A nth late Se mb 
3. Glasser gene 
ft Y ~ 7 y 


1956, the U. S 





ided New Yo 
n that a schoo ea- 
her pleading the Amend- 


uld be 


| DETECTIVE AGENCY 


A month later Glasser de- 
manded reinstatement at Rut- 
gers and payment of back salary 
amounting to $20,160. The Rut- 
gers board of governors, succes- 
sors to the board of trustees, re- 
jected both demands. 

In November, 1956, Glasser 
renewed his demand and a com- 
mittee of the board of gover- 
nors gave him a hearing. In 
March, 1957, the committee held 
that the arrangement unde? 
which Glasser had received and 
accepted severance pay ended 
the matter. 

In a statement last week, the 
Rutgers governors set forth their 
position. They said the associ- 
ation’s censure was based upon 
“orounds unrelated to any legal 
or constitutional rights of Mr 
Glasser,” adding: 

“The associat 
the university for 
between 1952, and September, 
1953, on the basis of standards 
not adopted even by the associa- 
more than 


ion condemns 
action taken 





tion itself until 1994, 
1 year after Mr. Glasser’s case 
was closed.” 
The Rutge1 itement also 
lared that the board.of gov- 
nors had offered to seek a de- 
1ratory judgment from the 
courts as to Glasser’s rights, but 


that neither he nor the associ- 





tion had accepted the offer 
The Assn. of American Law 
Schools was formed on Aug. 28, 
1900, a he result of a recom- 

mend yn American 

( I My eaquc 
( ) yi K schools 
i I 1d re 
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business—thoroughly. 


of title insurance. 


"Tl was gratified to be able to answer promptly, and 
I did. I said I didn’t know.” 


we is no new philosophy. 
poet Horace said: “One 
thing.” The important thing is to know your own 


We believe’ that thorough knowledge of all 
aspects of title insurance acquired through 75 years 
of experience is a major factor in our long existence. 
It enables us to answer promptly, concise] 
accurately when confronted with intricate problems 


— MARK TWAIN 


Back in 55 BC the 


cannot know every- 


and 
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Federal Tax Notes 


by Harold Kamens 


Rev. Rul. 58-77: DEPRECIA- 
TION: Large durable containers | 
used by a taxpayer in the ship- | 
ment of its products are subject | 
to the allowance for deprecia- 
tion where all of the facts and} 
circumstances indicate the pres- 
ence of the essential elements 
necessary for treating such con- | 
tainers as property used in the 
trade or business. However, in 
such cases, gain realized or loss | 
sustained because of the failure 
of customers to return the con- | 
tainers, for which deposits are 
required, within the _ period 
specified, constitutes ordinary 
income or loss. 

Rev. Rul. 58-78: RESEARCH 
AND EXPERIMENTAL EXPEN- 
DITURES: Research and experi- 
mental expenditures which are 
otherwise properly deductible 
currently for Federal income tax 
purposes, under section 174(a) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954, may be so deducted regard- 
less of the manner in which such 
expenditures are recorded by the 
taxpayer on its books and finan- 
cial statements. 

STOCK AND LEASEHOLD IN- 
TEREST: Two partners trans- 
ferred all of the partnership as- | 
sets, except for a leasehold it 
owned, to a corporation in re-| 
turn for all of the corporate 
stock. Later, one stockholder 
sold his stock interest plus his 


; was both income beneficiary and 


remainderman of certain trusts. 
the | 


During the taxable year 


trustee distributed the corpus of 
the trusts to the taxpayer with- 


out deducting fees due the 


| trustee on distribution. 
instrument 
directed that distribution fees 


Held: The trust 
were to be paid out of income, 
and taxpayer was allowed to de- 
duct from trust income received 
the amount of these distributive 
fees. The taxpayer paid the fees 
over to the trustee. Carpenter, 
DC N: J., 6/17/57. 

LIVING EXPENSES: Taxpay- 
er, unmarried and with no de- 
pendents, lived with his parents 
in New York and held various 
accounting jobs in New York till 
1951. He took a job in New Jer- 
sey and rented an apartment 
there. Sent to Detroit on a special 
short-term assignment, he took 
a job there in July 1953 with the 
understanding it would lead to 
partnership. After he saw it 
would not, he quit in September 
1954, tried to get another job 
in Detroit, but returned to New 
York and went into his father’s 
business in January 1955. He 
claimed his living expenses in 
Detroit for 1954 as incurred while 
away from home in pursuit of 


| his profession. 


Held: The Detroit employment 
which he had hoped would lead 


one-half interest in the lease-|to partnership was indefinite, 
hold to the corporation osten-| not temporary. His tax home 
sibly for $10,000 and $40,000 re-| was Detroit; the living cost 
spectively. The corporation} there is not deductible. Cohen, 


sought to amortize the $40,000 
payment over the 16-month re- 
maining life of the lease. 

Held: The amount of $40,000 
attributable to the leasehold | 
interest was unrealistic, that the | 
total consideration of $110,000 
must be considered as having | 
been paid primarily for the stock 
interest, which was worth con- 
siderably more than book value, 
and only a very small portion, | 
$3,000, for the leasehold interest. 
Zenith Sportswear Co., Inc., 28 
TC No. 50. 
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| engaged 


| the 


TCM 1957-110. 

EXPENSE ALLOWANCE: Tax- 
payer, the president, director 
and 40% stockholder of a cor- 
poration, received an 
allowance of $500 per month. 
The district court had held the 
entire reimbursement was in- 
come and allowed no deduction, 
since taxpayer made no effort 
to estabiish how much he spent, 
or in any way identify any ex- 
penses with respect to any par- 
ticular entertainment, either of 
event, persons or amounts. 

Held: Circuit court affirms. 
Taxpayer offered not a single 
guide upon which the court 
could have estimated the ex- 
penses incurred. Williams, CA-5, 
6 18/57. 

EXPENSES: Taxpayer was an 
investor in three corporations 
in the operation of 
drive-in theatres. As part of the 
consideration for the issuance 
to him of the stock of one of 
corporations, he agreed to 


supervise the construction of a 


‘theatre. His son aided in plan- 


ning and supervising the con- 
struction in return for which 
taxpayer bought an auto for 


insurance premiums 
made income 
the son’s be- 


him, paid 
on the auto, and 
tax payments on 
half. 

Held: Taxpayer is not permit- 
ted to deduct any such payments 
either as a business or non- 
business expense. He was not 
engaged in the business of pro- 


moting corporations to operate 
and Associates drive-in theatres. Ingram, TCM 
1957-95. 
REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS EXCISE TAX: The premises 
‘VD CONSULTANTS of the Insurance Club of Dallas 
Member of American Institute of | included a card room and a 
Real Estate Appraisers cocktail room where liquor was 
23 South Harrison Street sold at a substantial promt 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 | Ladies were admitted to the 
quarters of the club. 
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* | the «club 
TRUSTEES’ FEES: Taxpayer | 


expense | 
| while at the 





Held: The social aspects of 
were material and 
therefore subject to the excise 
tax. Insurance Club of Dallas, 
CA-5, 2/1/57. 

TRANSFEREES: A_ corpora- 
|tion sold all its assets and im- 
mediately liquidated and dis- 
tributed all of its property to its 
stockholders. 

Held: The stockholders are 
held liable as transferees for the 
tax for the corporations’ last 
taxable period. Corey, TCM 1957- 
87. 

LATE FILING PENALTY: Tax- 
payer filed a blank form with an 
attached letter asking for ex- 
tension of time for filing its re- 


turn. It received no reply. It 

filed a complete return within 

the time it had requested. 
Held: It had a _ reasonable 


cause for its late filing. No pen- 
alty assessed. Kyron Foundation, 
27 TC 37, acq. IRB 1957-23. 

MARITAL DEDUCTION: De- 
cedent’s will directed that all 
ate and inheritance taxes as- 
sessed against his estate or its 
beneficiaries be paid from a 
residuary trust fund. His widow 
renounced her interest under 
the will and elected, under In- 
diana law, to take her intestate 
share. Nonetheless she attempt- 
ed to reserve her right under the 
will to have the taxes on such 
Share paid out of the residue. 
In a construction proceeding 
the Indiana Probate Court di- 
rected that taxes attributable to 
her share be paid out of the 
residuary estate. The Commis- 
sioner nonetheless reduced the 
marital deduction by the amount |} 
of such taxes. 

Held: Commissioner upheld. 
Under the law of Indiana, the 
widow could not renounce the} 
dispositive provisions of the will | 
same time retaining 
the benefit of its tax provisions. | 
The decree of the Indiana Pro- 
bate Court was the result of a 
non-adversary, undefended pro- 
ceeding, and could not control 


est 


in the present action. Street Es- 
tate (Merchants Nat. Bank, 
Ex’r), CA-7, 6/20/57. 


CHARITABLE DEDUCTION: 
Decedent left her residuary es- 
tate to “such charitable, benevo- 
lent, religious or educational] in- 
stitutions” as her trustees deter- 
mined. Construing the will, a 
Connecticut court found that 
“benevolent” had a_ broader 
meaning than ‘charitable’. The 
former could include, for ex- 
ample, organizations which prin- 


cipally did acts of kindness or 
to bring cheer to their members. 
Held: Although the trustees 
never exercised this broader 
power its existence causes the 
bequest to fail to qualify for the 
area deduction provisions 


- Federal estate tax purposes. 


Peaiean Estate (Hight, Exr.), 
DC Conn., 4/30/57. 
GIFTS IN CONTEMPLATION 


OF DEATH: Decedent made var- 
ious gifts of corporate stock ad- 
mittedly in contemplation of 
death. The corporation followed 
the practice of capitalizing all 
earnings by stock dividends. By 
the time of decedent’s death, 
some additional stock dividends 
had been paid out of earnings 
Subsequent to the gift 

Held: These additional shares 
are includible in decedent’s gross 
estate as part of the value of 
the gift since all of the shares 
now represent the same propor- 
tionate interest in the corpora- 
tion as at the time of gift. Four 
judges dissented, on the ground 
that only the property actually 
transf ferred by the gift is in- 
‘ludible in the estate. The stock 
aividenda represented earnings 
after the gift. McGehee Estate, 
28 TC No. 44, 5/28/57. 

MARITAL DEDUCTION: De- 
cedent left her entire estate to 
her husband “in fee simple”, 
but provided that property not 
disposed of at his death would 
pass to their sisters and brothers. 

Held: The husband’s interest 
was a life estate with an unre- 





sewer tile, but did nothing 


stricted power of 
a terminable interest which does 
not qualify for the marital de- 
duction. McGehee Estate, 28 TC 
No. 44, 5/23/57. 

MARITAL DEDUCTION: De- 
cedent died intestate. In order 
to pay claims against the estate 
and administration expenses, it 
was necessary to sell some Ala- 


bama real property in which his| 
life} 


widow was entitled to a 
estate as dower. Under Alabama 
law real property can be sold 
free of the widow’s dower only 
with her consent and the cash 
equivalent of dower must be 
paid to her out of the proceeds. 
The Alabama land was sold for 
$1,600,000 and one-third was 
paid to the widow for her dower 
interest. 

Held: The widow’s right to 
receive a portion of the proceeds 
was not a terminable interest 
and qualifies for the marital de- 
duction. Crosby, DC Fla., 5/20/57. 

GROSS’ ESTATE: Decedent 
created a trust for the benefit 
of his wife who was incurably 
insane, the trustee having dis- 
cretionary power to invade cor- 
pus if the income should be in- 
sufficient for her needs. During 
his lifetime, however, he always 
Supported her with his own 
funds. 

Held: Decedent did not intend 
this trust to discharge his legal 
obligation to support his wife. 
Accordingly, it is not a transfer 
with retained right to enjoy the 
income and is not includible in 
his gross estate. Stone Estate 
(Colonial-American Nat] Bank— 
Ex’r), CA-4, 4/8/57. 

PERCENTAGE DEPLETION: 
Taxpayers acted as one of sev- 
eral contractors who did the 
actual mining for a coal land 
holder. Taxpayers mined coal 
and delivered it at a prearrang- 
ed price for further processing. 
Taxpayers’ only investment was 
in movable machinery and the 
costs of opening and operating 
the mine. It had no right to 
mine a fixed quantity of coal or 
coal in a fixed location, and the 
contract was terminable by eith- 
er party at will. 

Held: Taxpayers were paid for 
services and did not acquire an 
economic interest in the mineral, 
hence, they are not entitled to 
a percentage depletion. Stilwell, 
DC: Va., 5/23/57. 

CAPITAL LOSS: In 1947 tax- 
payers sold their interest in a 
partnership, the initial payment 
to be made in 30 days and the 
balance in three installments 
during 1948 and 1950. Later in 
1947 taxpayers agreed to accept 
a smaller immediate payment in 
place of the installments due in 
1948 and 1950. They did this 
because they needed funds for 
their new business. 

Held: It was a capital loss re- 
lating back to the original trans- 
action. Wener, CA-9, 3/25/57. 


disposition | 
during his lifetime, and that is| 
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CAPITAL GAIN: Mrs. Gersh- 
win, taxpayer here, inheriteg 
some of her son George’s musica} 
compositions, which she trans- 
ferred to a movie company for 
$150,000. She reserved very limit- 
ed rights in all compositions 
special limitations in two songs 
and the right to have a reversion 
of title in any composition not 
used by the movie company. 

Held: The transaction was z 
sale, not a license. Taxpayer’ 
gain is capital. Gershwin, Cc: 
Cls.,. 7/12/57. 

SHORT-TERM CAPITAL LOSS: 
Since 1930, taxpayer had been 
distributor of film and audis 
visual equipment. He made th 








loans to corporations thr 
which he carried on the 
business. 


Held: Losses incurred when he 
had to pay bank loans of on: 
corporation he had guaran 
are non-business, and are trea:- 
ed as a short-term capital los 
Holtz, TCM-1957-106. 

NON-BUSINESS DEBT: 
payer had purchased 
food companies and combi 
them into one organization | ir 
which he and his brother ow 
44%; the rest was publicly 
Thereafter, he bought an 
which failed. He claimed 
money he advanced to it 
business bad debt 

Held: Taxpayer’s activities di 
not amount to the business ¢ 
financing companies. He was in 
the food business, not the m 
lending business. The bad 
is non-business. Jennings, 
1957-104. 

NEGLIGENCE 
The revenue agent exan 
taxpayer’s returns testified 
his records were in such 
fused state it was impossible : 
determine how the amounts ¢: 
income ported had bee 
termined and that nun 
corrections and  adjustmen: 
had to be made 

Held: Negligence penalties a 
imposed for all years in questio: 
Perkins, TCM 1957-128. 

FRAUD PENALTIES: Taxpai- 
ers conducted a garmer 
tracting business as p 
They performed all their ; 
for two manufacturers 
1944-1945. A comparison of 
purchases recorded on the 
of the manufacturers 
sales account on the pa 
books revealed consistent u 
statements of income 
also failed to report any 
from their stock brokerage 
counts and made no appearan 
at the trial. 

Held: Commissioner’s 
tion of fraud penalties 
tained. Seif, TCM 1957-136 
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CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer's 
principal business activity was 
as a mortgage broker. He also 
held several rental properties. 
In 1946 he acquired two adjoin- 
ing tracts of raw acreage. He 
platted the tracts for residential 
purposes and installed some 
fur- 
towards the sale of the 
In 1949 he sold the 
operty in a single trans- 


ther 
property. 
entire pr« 
action. 

Held: His passive attitude puts 
him in the category of investor, 
rather than a dealer in real es- 
tate. The gain is capital. Car- 
ruth, DC Tex., 7/26/57. 
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Medical Testimony 





‘Continued from page 1 





Penn sylvania ia Workmen’ s 
pensation board. 

" 4 lawyer’s committee appoint- 
d oy J. Villard Frampton, presi- 
dent of the Pennsylvania Bar 
Assn the request of the > Di s- 


Com- 





ct Court here has approved 
e impending rule. 

he Medical Society the 
ate of Pennsylvania has agreed 





9 designate the panel after con- 
with representatives of 
county medical societie 


ing 





State, 





the eastern district of the 

including the Philadelphia 
ty Medical Society 
approving adoption of the 
ict Court rule, the Pennsyl- 








committee pointed out 


Dar 





in 1957 the American Bar 
‘ house of delegates ap- 
105 d a recommendation from 

tion on judicial adminis- 
Tax- for a similar program on 
riou national and local scale 
ined ABA’s plan called for 


and employment in 
cities of panels of impar- 

















medical experts under the 

ur Rises sod to be called in for 

t nation of evidence and 
: timony in personal injury lit- 

i The panels were to be 

sd selected by “professional bodies 


basis of professional qual- 


“ABA 

















committee had 

ded ied the impartial medical 

TCM. witness programs in operation 

n New York and Baltimore and 

‘ound that results had been 
wholesome and beneficial.’ 

The 1957 ABA report said of 
a program that: 

1. It improves the process of 
nts the medical facts, vastly 
on de sing the likelihood of 

r ig the right result 
serves to relieve court 

! tion by bringing about the 

es a settlement of many cases which 
1estion ld otherwise have to be tried 







h by their nature would 
lengthy trials; 


has a prophylactic ef 














upon the formation and 
tation of medical testi- 
court; and 


ent 
in 


cour 


modest cost invol 
yment of independe 
S a positive economy 
a large saving in 
plan and procedure for 
sang and employing 
dent medical panel 
be adopted in any 
ty where there is a 
number of qualified 
available to constitute a 
the American Bar Cc 
ted. 
we can 
that 


nN 


an 
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ay 
nu com 
COlll 





1) FF3 
euiis 





doc- 













“Indeed, think 


would 


¢ 
Ol 


be 















Furman Nominated As 
Attorney General 


Governor Meyner sent 
lowing nominations to 
ate: 


David D. Furman, of Bedmin- 


ster, to be Attorney General. 
John A. Mulhern, of Carneys 
Point, to be a member of the 
Salem County Board of Taxa- 
tion, to succeed Ferd G. Kern. 
John F. Wilkens, of Weehaw- j cu 


ken, to be a member of the Hud- | ; 


son County Board of Taxation 
to succeed himself 


New Bills Introduced 


the fol- 
the Sen- 


| 


The following bills were in- 
troduced in the Assembly: 

A-516 Michnevich. To provide 
the same penalties for persons | 
using toy pistols in hold-ups, 
etc. as those provided for per- | 
sons using dangerous weapons 


(R&AofL) 
A-518 Musto, Hauser, Kurtz & 
Matthews. To require as a condi- 


tion precedent to a person ob- 
taining a motor vehicle license 
that such applicant consent to 
take breath or blood tests in 
suspected drunken driving cases 
(Jud.) 

A-519 Kraut. To prescribe the 
procedure to be taken in civil 
actions against municipalities; 
regulates manner of notice to 
municipalities. (‘SC&MG) 

A-528 D’Aloia and Williams. To 
define a “tenement house” as a 


Quilding occupied as a residence 
of four instead of three families 
(R&AofL) 


To prescribe 








A-529 Franklin LO 
the effect vd devises, bequests 
appointments to trustees of 
S created otherwise than 
by or codicil of the testator 





(R&AofL) 
A-537 Kraut. To 
sonable and necessary 
to be paid to counsel for 
defendants. (Jud.) 
A-538 ‘Deamer To permit 
ooards of freeholders to establish 
County Parc Boards to consid- 
parole nmates of county 
ails or other county penal in 
Stitutions. (Jud. 
A-541 Kurtz. To 


yermit 
expenses 
indige 


nt 
sil 


¢ j 


er OT 1 


provide 





riolators of the “Power Vessel 
Act” of 1954 may be prosecuted 
the county or municipality 
offer se was commit- 

he was apprehended 


he resides. (Jud.) 








ffective 


a contri- 
tration of 
aid in 
disposi- 


and 
to Ge 


pointed 
bution the adminis 
justice as nlisting 
consideration 
of personal ry cases,’ 
1957 report concluded. 
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ncent T Frank : and William | 
formed a partner-| 7, 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali th whom these presents may come 


the general practice of| Greeting 
der a wos P oe | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
unaer firm name of by duly authenticated record of the proceed 





ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereo 
by the “wsanimous consent of all the stock 
hoiders, deposited in my office that 
92 REALTY CORP 
corporation of this 5 
Ni 


is situated 


with offices at 
ue, Jersey City 6. 


| 
| 
| 
| 





ey 


ackson Avenue 
‘ity, unty 
Sts vy iB Robs rt 
being tue agent théfein and in charge thereo! 
epee > ipon whom process may be served), 
: . , ; complied with the requirements of Title 14 
ae Corporations, General, of Revised Statute 
»”’ New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
- ; of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
LIA NOW THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary o° 
;ELER State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
: Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day May. 1958, file in 
executed and attested sent 
to the dissolution of said cur 
executed by all the 
which said consent and the recon 
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‘ WII 
‘ BERT WHI 


ott a duly 
Writing 
oration 


| thereof 
f 





said office as 
TESTIMONY 
hereto set 
my official 
enth 
isand 


my provided by law. 
WHEREOF, 
my hand and af 
seal, at Trentor 
day Vay A.D 


dred ane 








hired 
this 








nine 





eight 
I he AKI) J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

May 20, June 5, 12 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom theae presents may come 
Greetin 
WHERE AS. It appears to my satisfaction 
duly authenticated record of the proceed 
} ings for the voluntary dissolution 
| by the unanimous consent of all the 

noiders deposited in my office 

RICHARDSON REALTY 

on of this State. whose 
tuated at N 301) Mai 


ue County 





oy 


xtock 





A 


corporat 


principa 
flics Street 


i i Cit foo 
State f Ne J y (Philip Si 
Ing the agent therers and in cuaeaa ralaeecd 
upon whom process may be served) bs 
complied with the requirements of Title 1 
a orations, General, of Revised Statut 
ew Jersey, preliminary to the issul: 
$ this Certificate of Dissolution 
OW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretarr , 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Heret 
Certify that the sald conperation Aid. on ! 
| \ 1 


saan 





affida this Order 


Twenty-s t t j 
my office a duly executed and attested con 
| sent in writing ‘te the disso ution of said «or 
iano | Doration. executed by all the stockholder 
T.h.4¢. | thereof. which said consent and the recor 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fi 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 

hereto set my hand and a‘ 
my official seal. #t Trentor 
Twenty-sixth da ara 


thousand nine hundred 





Z 
; have 
fixed 


ALD., 


Ses.) 


one 
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of 


EDWARD 
Secretary 
J ' 


PATTEN 
State. 
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r| issuing Certificate 
p NOW THEREFORE, I 
of the State 


Dies 
the Sé« 
of New Jersey 


poration did, « th 








< provided by 
PESTIMONY WHEREOF 

ve hereto hand ar 
my fieia at Trento 


& my 
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A.D 
EDWARD J 
Ser-etarn of 


PATTEN 

State 

( I lay 20. dune 3. 12 x21 in 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
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To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly anthenticated record of the proceed 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
MATTHEW PRODUCTS IN¢ 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

situated at No. 744 Broad Street 

the City of Newark, Count f Essex 

State of New Jersey (Jack Ok ! bei g 

the agent therein and i charg of 

ipon whom process may be saatele, har 


complied with the requirementa of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary tc the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said ve neces did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of Ma 1958 file 
my ine a duly executed ps attested consext 
in writing to the dissolution of sa#id cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 














IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
th Twenty-sixth day of May 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
ae of State. 
J \ 29 s 12 $21.60 
ry WHOM IT M 
PLEASE TAK 
ned ‘A 1 { 
» Siew 
‘ O58 ' 
send 
( if . 
Jivlg 
t rizing ‘ ix ’ 
t the Ann 1’; r I . 
Treaten 3, 4.) Ee eg ee ee 
» 4. ss sed provided 
ANNE “PALFRM, BIRD 
ae 











whose principal | 
? | 


| 
Hudson, 
iwartz, | 


ha 


my 


stockholden | 


the proceedings aforesaid @#re now on fil 
' 


thereo! | 


_ LEGAL NOTICES 


Dated: May 2 1958 
ESTATE OF REDO W HAMPEI ale 
eased 
Vursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
issea, this day made, on the application of 
he undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
uotice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
tuder oath or affirmation, their claims and 


iemands aga@inst the estate of sald deceased, 


within 
} wil 


IRVING 


7se ow 
Newa 
Ld 


CERTIFIC 


all 









be 
recovering 


iN 





dat, they 
prosecuting or 
the subscriber. 


six months from this 
forever barred from 
the same against 
RUDY LUCAS 
MANDELBAUM, Attorney 
Street 
a 
May 29. Jun 


or 


road 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
these presents may come 


t 
0 


whom 


Greeti im: 


WHEREAS, 


satisfactior 
proceed 


It appears to my 


























ww dniy authenticated record of the 
|}inss for the voluntary disselution thereof 
|} by the unanimous consent of all the stack 
|} holders, deposited in my office that 
DARO REALTY CO 
4a corporation of this State, whose prince pa 
office tuated at No. 1060 Broad Stree 
in th City Newark, County of Essex 
State of . Jersey (Milton J Lesnik 
being the azent therein and in charge thereo 
upon whom process may be served) has 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
‘ New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Pwenty-se nd day Mas 1958, fi 

a du y executed and attest ed consent 
to the dissolution of said cor 
executed by the stockholders 
hich said consent and the record 
eedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF J 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-second day of Mas 
Sea A.D one housand nine hondre 
und fifty eicht 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
LJ May 2%, J eo, 32 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTIO 
7 a to whom these presents may con 
Greetin 
WHEREAS, It appe 
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" tated st * “oop Pr 
( Ne irk , ¥ Ess 
> ‘ J “« W at IL. Pra 

“i the agent therein and in charge thereof 
ly v may be ved ha~ 

mpliet I of Title $ 
Corpora Vised Statute 

N _the issuing 
f this ’ 

NOW the Secret ary of 
State New Jersey hye 
ertif -Orporation a a the 
I Ae + 1 Lf ee 

iffice a du 1 at 

writing t 1 

rat exe the 
} w hike F 
of the ‘ ‘ 

said office s prov d br law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
hat hereto set my hand i 
fixe mv¥ sea at 

S 4 <a nine hun 

EDWARD J. PATTE. 
Secretary of State 
NEW JERSEY 
t" OF STATE 
‘ A’ DISSOLUTION 
7 ym these presents may ame 
frreetin 
HEREAS a satisfa 
“ thenticated rd the orecess 
< ¢ olunta ss tion there 
wnimons nd ¢ ae ot 
ers sited in my o at 
Ir STAT = 1 AT = 
OMPAN 
his State. whose princiia 
; eo st A 
‘ bP 
being th gent rein jin ere 
Lor 4 1 recess may “the 

mplied w the re - 

rpora « Gener of 
of New J reey, mina the iss = 
of this Certificate of Diss tion 

NOW THEREP! I he Se ar 

. ¢ { 
ders 
iv eret ne i ? a 
tixed my offi . rer 
‘ 
Sea 4.]) ‘ . 
EPWARD J. PATTES 
Secretars of State 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAR’ IMENT OF STATE 
RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Te t om these presents may come 
G eetir 
HE R E AS. It appears my satisfactior 
I ¥ authentic of the proceed 
uss for the ¥ ition thereot 
the animous all the stock 
holders der wsited that 

ROBINSON VEYS. INé 
a cor of yee =principe 
‘ s <1 tra 

me ¢ 
St New , I 
hing the age in charge thereof 

T whon be served). has 

nplied wit meats of Title 14 
Corporat s Revised Statutes 
, New Jersey wes the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 4° 
State of the State of New Jeraey. Deo Hereby 
. tits that said lid om the 
T t thir 1 5 ¢ 
my office @ duly exeeuted and attested consent 
n writing t e dissolution of said cor 
rmerati executed by all the stowkholders 
thereof, which said nsent and the record 
f e proceedings aforesaid are now on fle 

my said office as vided by law 

} WHERFOP 
eet my hand and a 
official seal. at Trenton 
ey-thin? dav ¢ Mav 
Sea thous#nd nine hun ! 
and fifty-eight 
FDWARD J. PATTEN, 
State 
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Secretary of 
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LEGAL NOTICES 
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LEGAL NOTICES 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come 

Greeting 

WHLEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ary dissolution thereof 
mous consent of a@il the stock- 
wsited in my office that 
WESTON ELIZABETH, IN‘ 














poration of this S > hose neir a corporation of this State, whose princi 
Shine tev winie faa we ag tes “tate paces | office is situated at No. 4808 Bergenline Ave- 
zabeth, County of yn, | Mue the City of Union City, County 
Stu \ Je Richard Bai me, | H 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | 
ipon whom process may be served), hase | 
mplied vith the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Heret 
Certify that the sa ion did, on the ration did, 
I f tile in 958 ae 
tl! x ttested mseut nd attested 
g the f said cor ition of sak 
wra executed stockholders the 
r hich said the record the 
now 


id are now on file 





iid office re d by law 
IN “TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official se#l, at Trenton, 

t Fifteenth day of May A.D 
s ’ housand nine hundred = and 


fty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 

H May 22, 29, June 5 $ 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
SY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 
» all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
deposited in my office, that the 

MICRO MECHANISMS 


a corporation of this State, whose principal | 
tlhe situated at No. 810 Broad Street, in| 





1 ity Newark, County of Essex, State 
of New Jersey (H. Edward Toner, being 
the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with the ae eae of Title 14, 








Corporat s (senera Revisert Statutes 
New Jersey prelin nary to the issuing 
this Certificate hat such consent has | 


Yow, THEREFORE, I, Edward J. Patten, 
“er of State of the State of New 
y, Do Hereby Certify that the said 
t lid n the Fifteenth day of 
} ‘ n my office a ly ex- 
ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
the dissvlution of said corporation, executed 
by more than two-thirds in interest of the 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
are now on file in my eaid office as provided 
by aw 







IN fESTIMONY WHERBOF, 1 


have hereto set my band and af-| 


tixed my official seal, at Trenton, | 
s Fifteenth day of May, A.D., 


(Seal) one thousand nine “bundred and | 






ti ght 
JOSEPH J. PATTEN 
Sec re we 7 — 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, | 


trreeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
nes the voluntary dissolution thereof 
nim c f ] 





nsent of all the stock 












b site a i my office that 
MARTHA INC 

& corporation his State, whose principal 

if s situated at N SS Stuyvesant Avenue, 

in the City f Newark, (< of Essex, | 

State f New Jersey He Wollwerth, 





: the agent therein and in charge thereof 
1 whom process may be served), bas 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
pre liminary to the issuing 

te of Dissolution 
THEREFOR E, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
the sa#id corporation did, on the 
M 1958 file in my 












ted and attested consent 


“executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 





n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, I! 
have hereto 
xed my offf 

s Eighth Mey. A:D., 
hun . 





ana 


J. PATTEN, 
of State 
29. June o F28.35 












NOTICE, that the undersigned will 
to the Essex County Court, Court House, 
rk, New Jersey on the 18th day of June, 

n the afternoon for a 







at oo 


name of Richard An- 


t . an imfant, by 

= parent and guardian 
t Ciccone 

‘| BoYD, DODD, KEER & BOOTH 


Attorneys for Pla ntift 






a na Jersey 
May 22, 29, June 3, 12 311.34 


Dated: May 16, 1958 
SARAH APTEKAR, deceased 


SY. Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the erediters of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
inder oath or affirmation, their claims snd 
jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or | 
ecovering the same against the subscribers 

IRVING APTEKAR 

SAMUEL APTEKAR 

MORRIS APTEKAR 
JAMIN RESNICK, Attorney 


OF 








y - 1 12 








Dated: April 28, 1958 

STATE OF ROCCO GRELLO, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M 
FOLEY. JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex. thie day made, on the applicetion of 
the undersigned Executors of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
sald deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
ander osth or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 


will be forever barred from prosecuting or | 


recovering the «ame against the subscribers 
ANTHONY GRELLO 
RICHARD GRELLO 


J. ALEXANDER PIGNONE, Attorney 
110 Littleton Avenue 

Newark 3, N.J 

LJ May s&s 15, 22, 29 


| thereof, 











| Certify 


is ex 
g to the di ssolution of said cor- | 
proceedings aforesaid are now on fle | 


hand and af- |} 
at Trenton. | 


3 


Richard Stites, an} 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 









CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


trreeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfa 
rd of the proceed- 
j ings for the voluntary dissolution 





by duly authenticated ree 


| by the unanimous consent of all the 
| holders, deposited in my office ‘bat. 


SORETL REALTY CO., IN4 





n my said office as provid 


i by law. 
IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF, 


hereto set my hand 








my of 1 seal, at 
- we lay of May 
se wusand 1 h ire 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
I..J May 29, June 5, 12 











stockholders 


and 
Trenton 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presenta may come 





WHER E AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
july authenticated record of the p : 


by 
a for the voluntary dissolution 


ad unanimous consent of @ll the stock- 
| he = es deposited in my office that 


ORANGE BOWL, INC 


corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at Essex Green Shopping 
Pleasant 
Avenue, in the Town of West Orange, 
lof Essex, State of New Jersey (Ruben A. 
| Dankoff, being the agent therein and 
upon whom process may be served) 
| has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


Plaza, Prospect Avenue, corner Mt 


f this Certificate of Dissolution 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
‘ertify that the said corporation did, on the 


Twenty-eighth day of April, 1958, 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
{mn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
wration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘'n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twenty-elghth day of 1] 
Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred 


and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J PATTEN 
Secretary of State 


| LJ May 8, 15, 22. 29 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Tu ail to whom these presents may come 


Greetin 


WHERE AS, It appears to my satisfaction 


3 enticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 





by the unanimous consent of all the 


t 
holders, deposited in my offic 





that 





GOERKE 
4 poration f this 
iftice is sit at 
n the City izat 








f Jersey, preliminary to the 
f this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFOR 
State of the State of 
the said pened did 
day of May 1958 file 
office a duly executed and attested 
in writing to the dissoln 















~ the proceedings aforesaid are now 
n my said office as provid ] 


y law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official se#l, at Trenton, 


day of May 





PATTEN 
State 





in charge 





: if New Jersey (Rudolph J. Goerke. Jr 
ing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
lpen whom process may be served), 
omy lied with the requirements of Title 14 
rations, General, of Revised Statutes 


I, the Secretary 
w Jersey, Do Herebe 


on of said cor- 
poration, executed by al! the stockholders 
thereef, which said consent and the record 





nine hundrer 





Dated: April 28, 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH V. BYRNES, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
} the undersigned, Administratrix of said 
ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
of said deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 


within six months from this date, 


will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subecriber. 


MAY QOORWIN 
WILLIAM NOTTE, Attorney 
24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
a May 1, 8, 15, 





29 


ee upon whom proces: 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


(reetina 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 





ings for the vo tary dissolution 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders. deposited in my office 


that 
PORTLAND POLISHING COMPANY 
f this State, whose principal 


a ~orpora tion 





at No. 58 First 
Newark, County of 
State of New Jersey ‘(Ralph De 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), 
; complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the swid corporation did, on the 


Seventh day of May, 1958, file 
office a duly executed and attested 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
noration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my said office as provided by law 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 


this 


Seventh day of May 







J. PATTEN 
Seeretary of —— e 


11J.- May 15 


| 14, Corporations General, 


|of thie Certificate of Disso 





sand nine hundre! 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may me 

(ireeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact 
by duly authenticated record of the procees 
ings fur the voluntary dissolution 
t 










) mnanimous consent of all the st 
holders, deposited in my office that 
CORNER TAVERN, IN 
















a corporati of this State, whose pr a 
fice is s doat 5v00 Fifth 
he ¢ City, County of H 






Jersey Joseph Kle 
agent therein and in charge the 
process may be- se rved) 

h th 1 of Ti: 











the Secretary 


Tew Jersey, I> 
iid 

















EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 





L.J May 29 








STATE OF SW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may me 

Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact 


by duly authenticated record of the 
















ings for the voluntary disso ora! 
by the unanimovs consent of stock 
holders, deposited in my office tt 
THERMO-V AC MANUFACTUR 
CORPORATION 
i rporat 1 of State, whose r , 
thice is situated 1385 Met 
say in the City f Newark, 


Essex. State of New Jersey 
being the agent therein and 
on whom process may 
complied with the rec qu irements of 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statut 
of New Jersey. preliminary 
of this Certificate of Disse 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Se 
State of the State of New Jersey 
Certify that the said corporath 1 























Twenty-first day f iy t 
my office a duly executed and atteste consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said , « 
poration, executed by all the stock dors the 
thereof, which said nsent and the te 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on 

my said as vrovided by law 


IN TESTIMONY WHE 
have hereto set my 
fixed my official seal, 
this Twenty-first day of 


Seal) ne an usand nine 





E pw RD J. PATTEN 
scretary of State. 
Pe wary 29, June 5, 12 


TATE OF NEW J 
DEPARTMENT OF ATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLT’ N 
To all to whom these presents may com 

Greeting 


WHERE 





s 








It appears to my sat 










cated record of the . 

v oluntary dissolution there 

us consent of a!! the st 
in my off e that 





Hag 


State of New Jersey Jar I 
veing the agent therein and in charge there 
1 pro ess may 













f this Certifi 
NOW, THE 
State of the State o 
Certify that the sai 
first day 












a 
ing to the 
excervted a 
thereof. which said consent and the 
eedings aforesaid are * 
1 office as provided by J 
IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set 
tixed my offici al 
this Twenty-fir lay al 








tho cael 





fty ght 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J May 29, June 5, 12 2 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF § 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUT! > 
To all to whom these preacnts may oF 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, lt appears to my satissacse 
by duly authenticated record of proc 
ings for the voluntar 
by the unanimous con 
holders. deposited in my 
THE HELLER REALTY 
COMP ANY 




































corporation 








has complied with the at Fe Revieed sates 
of New Jersey. preliminary to ‘de = 














NOW. THEREFORE, I. ¢ c ms 
State of the State of New Jersey ne 
Certify that the said corporation aid, # u 
Twenty-second day f 
my office a duly executed an 

fin writing to the disselu 
poration. executed by 2a = 
thereof. which said consent [8 
of the proceedings aforesaid 8° 
in my «aid office as provided 0! 
IN TESTIMONY WHE 
have hereto set my bas at 
Arod wy omeis eca). at 
this Twen ‘ . 
sea ‘A.D ne thous be 


and fifty-eight as 
EDWARD J. PATTEX 
Serretary of 8 
L.J May 29, June 5, 12 












ESTATE OF ANDREW W. L 
ceased 
NOTIC E OF 








the subscriber, Adminis . 

of ANDREW W. LIZAK. 4 th 

audited and stated by ? 

reported for settlement t 

Court, Probate Divisi 

3rd day of June next 

Dated: April 23, 1958 
JANE HOVANEC itn 

V. William Di Buono, Attorse? 

850 Broad Street 

Newark 2. N. J 

LJ.—May 1, 8. 15, 22. = 
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= | —_—_— ————— 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY } Dated: April 29, 1958 SHERIFE’S SALE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE | ESTATE OF ELIAS ( CK, deceased. SUPERIOR (CHAN) C-274 | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
me ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | Pursuant to the of ADRIAN M.|] SUPERIOR COURT UF NEW JERSEY, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
‘ to whom these presenta may me, | 7 all to whom these p Géente may “come. | FULEY, JR of the County of CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX CUOUNTY,| To all to whom these presents may come, 
ting Greeting : | Essex, this day the application of | IM# KET NO. F-1: 7—Between Aaron | ireeting : 

\ REAS, It appears to my satisfactior WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | the undersigned said deceased, | Schwartz, Plaintiff, and Lester Cowart, et WHEREAS, lt appears to my satisfaction 

oot y authenticated record of the duly aut 7 the proceed- | Betice is herebs » the creditors of| als., idant, Execution for Sale of Mort-] by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ngs r the voluntary dissolutio: f : thereof | said deceased, to the subscriber | caged Titres. iugs ivr the Voluntary dissolution thereof 
Dimeus consent of all the stock- the stock under oath or their claims and By of the above stated writ of | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

posited in my office that | demands against ¢ te of said deceased, | exe: tou me directed, 1 shall expose | holders, deposited in my office that 

a CAMP BEALTY CO IN‘ | Within six months fr this date, or they; fer Sale by Public Vendue, in Room b-16 Y x S CONSTRUCTION CO, 

rath Ww Lose 4 will be forever barre om prosecuting or| at the Court House, in Newark, on Tuesday, | 4 rporation of (his State, whose principal 
hi 6 bra 7 | recovering the same against the subscriber. | tue tenth day of June, next, at 1:30 BP. M.] vlfice is situated at N 60 Park PBiace, 
( Sex OG K (Vrevaliing Time) ¢ that certain tract or} in the City of Newark, County of bhssex 
ren! s ¢ x S v COHEN, RUSENBA . SCHER, Attorneys] parcel of laud and premises hereinafter par-| State of New Jersey (Sumuei A. Gennet, 

x agent ein and in arge thereo 744 Broa s | ticular described, situate, lying and being} Yeux the agent therein and in charge thereof 

4 hum process may be served has Newark 2, N | the City of Newark, Essex County, New| Upon whom process may be served), has 
oe { ed with the requiremen Ss 4 J May & 2» : | Jersey ‘ ‘ |} complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
rporations, General, of Revised Statutes SOs _| Beginning in the westerly line of Bergen|‘ orporations, Grnerai, of Kevised Statutes 

‘ New Jersey, preiimunary t ‘ ssulng liminary street at @ point therein distant 36.40 feet] New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

b Certificate of Dissoluti the j f »rtitie of Dissoiu- STATE UV W JERSEY southeriy from the intersection of the said| ef this Certincate of Dissolution. 

‘OW, THEREFORE, I, the 8 ary ° . DEPARTMENT OF STATE Westel.y line of Bergen street with the | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
state the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby NOW, THEREFORE, I, the retary CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | southerly line of Hawthorne place; thence | * ol the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereb 
ert that the said corporat : on tr State of the State of New Jerse Hereby | To all to whom these presents may come, | running North 49 degrees 47 minutes West | that the said corporation did, on the 

i f Ma n ‘ ‘ or Greeting | xo feet: thence South 40 degrees 13 minutes ! day of May, 19538, ule in om} 
july executed WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | West : South 49 degrees 47 4 du exrcited and attested conse 

* Zz to the 8a cor i 1 by duly authen ted J of the proceed | minut -t to the said westerly | iu to the dissolution of said cor 

rnede wrat executed stock! said cor solu thereof | line of Bergen street; and thence along the} vyration, executed by all the stwckholders 
rt which said ~ | pe rolders s a e stock- | sume North 40 degrees 13 minutes East] U 1, Wuleh said Consent and the record 
roceedings a t record Thee t 25 to the point or place of beginning. | tue proceedings aforesaid are now on lilt 
iid office ed by law yy file CORPORATION | part of Lot No. 29 in Block L| @! my said office as provided by iaw. 
IN TES WHEREUE tlis = i rovided by la Ss State, whose principal 380 lots owned by Watson | iN TESTIMONY WHERMOF, 1 
ave her y ha and af I ; I ’ WHERI OF, I ‘ > at Hawthorne Heights have bereto set my hand and ua: 
— a Ss  drenton ve . tor and af “ : id filed in the | nxed my official sea., at Trenton 
: - Tren St ol “ 4 | this Twelfth duy o Mays ae 
thousand being e agent there and in charge ; ‘mol known and designated} (Sea me thousand = pine ind ‘ 
ity-eigut r iyon whom $ 4 e@ serv Ia Serve street “ Nev ty eight 
DWARD J. PATTE) "| complied with res s | ie ee ee een ee LUWARD J. PATTEN 
pemerney re tee Corporations, Genera sed Statutes 1 he approximate amount of the Judgment | secretary uf State 
Io, 22, 29 = 1.6 of New Jersey reliminary to the issuing | ty be satistied by said sale is the sum of | !--4 May 25, 22, =v s21.H0 
a 22 OY $21.60 | of this Certil t riss t ne tl ‘ al i -" e sllars and | 
SfATh OF NEW JERSEY NOW, THE! te Semtey all Gat cen caeeean ace cee ee 
/EPARTMENT OF STATI iiaicg aS State of the W Jersey, Do Herebs | vic ce thie cee i STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
. EETIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY that the said corporation did, on the | "Newark. New Jersey. May 5. 1958 DEPARTMENT OF STALE 
- » all to whom these presents may ” EPARTMENT OF STATI venth ja | 1v5s ‘ nh my a NI 1 G DUFI x. Sheritt CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ireeting CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ott sted consent Bia es ede Beet To all to whom these presents may come 
— WHE AS, It appears to my sat i ] 2 to whom these presents may com: it of said cor-|) | Mae ti. 20 j = ae oe 4.02 Greeting 
we rd thenticated record of the weed (rreeting a the stockholders |“ ” girdles eal Doce Eid eal 9 ee WHEREAS, irs to my satisfaction 
sea ngs r the voluntary dissolution there WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactior and the record | by iy at t ol the proceed 
atock ay the unanimous consent of all th tock t duly autt , ord of the proceed aforesaid are now on file | STA be Ok NEW JERSEY uss for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
leposited in my office that ings for dissolution thereof rovid by law DEPARTMENT OF STATE Y the unanimous consent of all the 
B.R.R. REALTY OO t the u of all the stock MON } WHEREO! I CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION lers ited in my office that 
rporation of this State, whose pr Ss) holder fice that hand and af-| /o all to whom these presents may come, ( INAL ENTERIURKISES, IN¢ 
. + situated at N 75 Maplewo EET CORP fixed m flicia “a at Trenton Greeting t cor ou of this State, whose principa 
‘ I e, whose principa this SS t Muv A.D WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction thie tua } at 744 Broad Street 
x 60th Street, ix ! 4 and| by duly authenticated record of the proceed the ¢ ot Newark, ¢ of Essex 
g ere the York. (¢ } eig }ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | stat Sore Ire ¢ foore. J 
e bas | Huds New Jersey (Louis L. Cro EDWAR a } by the unanimous consent of all the stock being th arge thereo 
< e 14 * bei 4 KE thie n and charge Secretary . | holders. deposited in my office th ipn h sTOCESS served), ha 
4 ‘ Statutes | ¢ ipon whom process may be served),| | May 15, 22 £21.60] CHINCHILLA GRADING nn d with Title 14 
me ° Now 4 g ! requirements of Title} _ | 7 jon of this rporations Statutes 
. , Of Revised Statutes | tiated at New Jersey, issuing 
‘ NOW tary fio iminary to the issuing STATE ( ¥ JERSEY the Township h f this Certificate of lmusselution 
f i by this Certificate of Disselution D PAR , F STATI Liuake ‘ NOW, THEREFOR! 1, the Secretary « 
at the said corporation did n the NOW, THEREFORE, I Secretary 0 Ch RTIFIé sTE OOF ISSOLUTIO’ Pers kK Pophau State of the State of New Jers Wo blerel 
a} i-4 Yos. ft State the State of New. Do Hereby ail ta aokous these presenta may come nh charge there rtily that the said cory lid, on the 
y kecu and atte j Certif om did, on the Greeting 0 served) lwe ! i M i u 
Eee riting to the dissolution said cor Z tile n WHEREAS. It . . sation s Title ti 1 ex t Attented mi 
: ‘ execu the stock t es sent}, duiy authentica " t proceed- | Revised St Ariting to the disselution suld cor 
which t and the re ar : ition, Sherest | Di to the is executed by ail the stockholders 
{the proceedings afore porat all the stock- | iiss tion w lide saic rd 
te said office as provides é ¢ ice that NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary »o f the proceedings fi 
2 N TESTIMONY t I] of the RATED State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb) my said oftice as provide 
‘ hereto set my hand and af n my sa ; wai | Certify that the said corpora did, on the IN TESTIMONY 
d my oOfficia!) seal, at Trent 184 “pos i7 | “an t d { fu Qs e i I mauve hereto set m af 
iat Nintl lay Ma 4 ry 5% Rae see au execut and attested consent fixed my official ses " 
isand S Gelze writing to the dissolution of said cor t Iwe ba I 
ty-eight thereof poration, executed by all the stockholders ~ v1 thousar “ 
DWARD J. PATTI * ty suet. selitels said coment: aaa ther vera fty eight 
cretary of State tle 14 | e 4 edings aforesaid are now on file EVWARD J PATTI.N 
15, 22, 2 $21.6 s Statutes ny s@id office as provided by law Secretary of State 
ae : e issuing IN TESTIMONY WHEREO! 1| J i », 22, 20 a 
: EW { t have hereto set my hand and af 
t c Secretary ‘ y official seal, at Trenton ; 
. W na? that _ the ~ 7 : } “4 i rf mh FI i 
N H EPARTMENT OF STATI Suki dew ot Sf . ‘ ‘fiat Pursuant to th ADRIAN M. 
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Bankruptcies 











The names of the Referees are abbreviated | OBENEY, Peter, i 
ax follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg Shoe Store 108 
ADSAMA Builders, 61 Thomas St., Newark Ventnor City: vo 

vol liab. $2,106.58; assets none re fr 

L.T. & F. solr. Don 
FORKED River Constr 

Broad St EF. izabeth 

I , Jack L. Cohe 
I ISSIE ( K Fred |} 

Montclair vo iab 








S500 retr. 1.7 























GORDON 47 Lak I Ra Por 1 Ave 
Rive La. &F 5 J 42 . ets 
LL. Cohen I J 
LADDON Delaw Town 
Chap mr & I r Wi rd Seas 

i vania ri J 

«ker S 
et i 
es i 
s Te& I Ey 
SON, Arnold, 608 Pine Ave. 5 Announcement 
4 > ia BABS sets S256 ef isiieteietieiiiaiiiaic 
&i solr Rugene Godlesk §-22 13 

ee dic mekee den ie, Donald M. Ducko, formerly 
Seddlet b. $11,462.38: assets| Tax Examiner with the New 
soo 1 A FU ‘ trod , , - + a 

ees Jersey Transfer Inheritance Tax 
ON, Richard Herbert & A 1M Bureau, has opened offices at 
. & ' s iB Spat es aa > we 
cae Pas New Milford: ‘30 ‘1373 Nottingham Way, Trenton 
$18,856.68; asacts $15,425; refr. L.T.&/ for the practice of law and will 

NEUTRONIC) Fuse ly Biwe specialize in estates, estate plan- 

= Penatly Invo bt. & . 


ning and trusts 


ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

US Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J 
Mitchell 3-6136 


ter K. Lighan a6 


NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services available to attorneys only 























nd old corporations 


ith new a 
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MINUTES , 
STOCK & CRansree 
LeaKR 






















YOU GET 


‘eStock ond Transfer Ledger 
* = 8 Corporate Desk Seoi 
“ced ring Minute Book with Booster 
* Book of Beatuifully lithographed 
Stock Certificates 
OPTIONAL 
« Printed Minvtes at $1.00 


* Gold Lettering on all Books 
at $1.06 


* Pocket Seal at $1.25 


*reinforced drawer 


$2.00 additional 


A HANDSOME OUTFIT 
QUALITY MADE TO ENDURE 


* Shipped prepaid 
within hours} 

* Seal in your 
office in a day! 
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ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


=D. @ pea ay at NO INCREASE in price 


An Extra Heavy Indestructible Lift Top Box 













ALL-STATE orrict suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. MARKET 4-5577 





— 24 Hour Service — 
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‘Public Hearing Set On 
Capital Punishment 
Bills 


The Committee on Judiciary of 
the General Assembly (David I. 
Stepacoff, Chairman) announced 
a public hearing for 10:30 a. m., 
June 5, 1958, for two bills which 
would —- capital punish- 
ment in New Jersey. These Bills, 
te anatie by Assemblyman C. 
William Haines, would substitute 
a minimum term of 30 years 
without eligibility of suspension 
or parole to person convict- 
ed of murder in the first degree. 
Abolitionist groups in New 
rsey have invited various au- 
2 ies on penology, crimin- 
ogy, law and medicine to at- 
end the hearing and explain to 
he gislature and the public 
of New Jersey why the death 
penalty has been dropped in 
other states and nations. 

At the present time, 7 states 
in this country and many nations 
in Europe and Latin America 
have abolished capital punish- 
ment. During the last few years, 
tation for abolition has been 
specially vigorous in California, 
Massachusetts, and Oregon, and 
in England. 


New Jersey 


any 


se 






orit 


er 
} 
yh 


th 
e 


ctct O ct 





ag 


legislatures have 
had the issue for over a century. 
Unlike the neighboring legisla- 
tures of Delaware (which voted 
last month to abolish the death 
penalty) and of New York and 
Pennsylvania (which have often 
debated and voted on the ques- 
tion), no New Jersey legislature 
has ever voted on any such bill 
in either house, except in 1915. 
In 1847, on the day after Mich- 
igan voted to abolish hanging, a 
committee of the New Jersey 
Assembly favorably reported a 
similar bill. Action, however, was 
deferred until the next session, 
and the bill then died. 
Other bills abolish 


to cap- 
ital punishment have been in- 
ee from time to time but 


ter The bills 
last year 
was held 


ith no bet success. 
were also introduced 
and a public hearing 
on the bills then. 

This year, Haines’ bills seem- 
ed headed for quiet oblivion. 
Then, led by such organizations 
s the New Jersey Branch of the 
Womens’ International League 


for Peace and Freedom, the New 
York-New Jersey Yearly Meeting 
of the Religious Society of 
Friends (Quakers), and The 
Princeton Citizens’ Committee 
for the Abolition of Capital 
Punishment, letters from all 


over the state began to bombard 
the Committee on Judiciary, re- 
questing a hearing. The aboli- 
tionist forces this year are bet- 
ter organized than ever before, 
and they may be expected to 
support their case by a formid- 
able body of evidence and argu- 
ment. They aim to have these 
bills reported to the Assembly 
for a vote. 


Half- Day Recess For 
Union Bar Golf 
Tournament 


Walter L. Hetfield, III 


J u de 4 e 


announces that Chief Justice 
Weintraub has ordered a half 
iay holiday on Thursday, June 


5, 1958. to allow members of the 
Union County Bar Association to 
attend the Annual Golf Tourna- 
ment and Outing to be held at 
the Shackamaxon Country Club, 


Scotch Plains, New Jersey, on 
that day. 
All members are requested to 


make reservations with Nathan 


R. Leavitt, Treasurer, 286 North 
Broad Street, Elizabeth. The 
reservation is $10.00. 








Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 
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Del Tufo To Teach 
At Seton Hall 


Raymond Del Tufo, Jr. will 
join the faculty of Seton Hall 
University’s School of Law on 


June lst as an associate profes- 
Sor. 


Mr. Del Tufo was graduated 
from Newark Academy, Prince- 
ton University and Rutgers Law 
School. He was admitted to the 
Bar in 1949 and became a coun- 
sellor in 1952. 


In 1953, Mr. Del Tufo was 
elected a member of the Charter 
Commission which reorganized 
Newark’s city government. In 
August of that year, he was 
appointed First Assistant United 
States Attorney and in 1954 
United States Attorney for the 
District of New Jersey, serving 
in this latter post until June of 
1956, when he resigned to re- 
sume private law practice. 

He is a member of the Essex 
County, New Jersey State, Fed- 
eral and American Bar Associa- 
tions and the Catholic Lawyers 
Guild. 


Stevens Elected Head of 
Rutgers Law Alumni 


NEWARK, May 29 — Harry J. 
Stevens, Jr. 39 has been elected 
1958-59 president of Rutgers Law 
School Alumni Association. He 
succeeds H. Edward Toner '26. 
Other officers named were: First 
vice-president, Samuel S. Saiber 
'28; second vice-president, Wil- 
liam O. Barnes, Jr., 48; secretary, 
Mrs. Samuel I. Kessler '41 and 
treasurer, Frederic G. Weber, 48. 

Executive board members 
chosen were: the Hon. Thomas 
M. Madden, '30, Mrs. Nathan A. 
Whitfield ’24 and Ferdinand J. 
Biunno, °34. 








Jenner Sahin To Attend 
Regional Meeting 


Recent decisions of the U. S. 
Supreme Court will come under 
the scrutiny of the ABA’s Crim- 
inal Law and Labor Relations 
Sections when the Association 
holds its Midwest Regional Meet- 
ing in St. Louis, Mo., June 11-13. 
Senator Jenner’ (R-Indiana), 
who was to debate the issue of 
limiting the appellate jurisdic- 
tion of the U. S. Supreme Court 
with Kenneth C. Royall, former 
Secretary of War, will be unable 
o xitend the three-day meeting. 
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Announcement 


The firm of Brenman, Susser 
& Tanis has been dissolved. 

Abraham Brenman and Her- 
bert Susser have formed the 
firm of Brenman & Susser and 
will continue the offices at 132 
Market Street, Paterson. Marti 
N. Piper will be associated with 
the firm. 

Philip Tanis has moved his 
office to 175 Market Street, Pa:- 
erson. 
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SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
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Nee bial sa! EXAMINES 
disputed cume Zz ward Hariss 
5 Park R Ww, New ye ork 38, N 

-8773-8. 














CREDIT —_ 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, Genera! Manage’ 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N.J 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 



















































AGENCIES IN: 








TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 
OF NEW JERSEY 


TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 


A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
Serving New Jersey « Organized 1928 


CaMDEN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @® New Brvnswick 
PaTeRsON @ RiversipE @ Toms River @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7878 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 












































